





eb, 22, 1868, THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 333 


————— a —— — — <= 
the Subscription to the Soutcrrors’ JoURNAL is—Town , 
96s.; Country, 28s., with the WrEKLyY REPORTER, 52s. 
Payment in advance includes Double Numbers and Postage. 
hers can have their Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 

9, 60.; half laa calf, 4s. 6d. 

[il Letters intended for publication in the ** Solicitors’ Jowr- 
nal” must be authenticated by the name of the writer, 
though not necessarily for publication. ; ; 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with 

rity tiv the Provinces, it ts requested that application 
be made direct to the Publisher. 








"Che Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, FEBRUARY 22, 1868. 
——__—)>—_—- 

In ADDITION To the gentlemen named in our last issue, 
the following members of the Bar are also to receive 
the honour of a silk gown :—Mr. John Clerk, of the 
Parliamentary Bar; Mr. Vaughan Richards, of the 
Oxford Circuit: Mr. Horace Lloyd, of the Home Cir- 
cuit; and Messrs, W. Wyllys Mackeson and Clement 
Swanston, of the Chancery Bar. 








Tue BAR COMMITTEE, appointed consequently on the 
recent meeting of the junior Bar, are in communication 
with the Incorporated Law Society, as well as with the 
county court judges, Before long, therefore, the results 
will probably be known. We notice that Mr. Welford, 
the judge of the Birmingham County Court, has set apart 
three days in each sitting ; on two of these, cases at- 
tended by counsel are to be taken first, and the remain- 
ing day is for equitable matters. 





A LITTLE POINT ARISING under the County Courts 
Act, 1867, and of some importance to London practi- 
tioners, has just been decided by Mr. Pitt Taylor in the 
Iambeth County Court. A plaintiff residing in Blooms- 
bury having obtained a judgment in the City Court 
against a defendant residing in the city, the defen- 
dant subsequently removed within the jurisdiction of 
the Lambeth County Court, and Mr. Pitt Taylor, 
after carefully considering section 3 of the Act, granted a 
summons to enforce Mr. Commissioner Kerr’s judgment. 
The section is phrased in what we may call the Legisla- 
ture’s |“ usual style,” and we cannot wonder that the 
judge had to“ read it carefully two or three times over” 
before deciding. His decision appears to be the correct 
one, and the result will be that, in cases where defen- 
dants move from the city to Lambeth, and vice versd, 
Mr. Pitt Taylor will have to commit debtors for 
not obeying Mr. Kerr’s judgments, while Mr. Kerr can- 
not similarly be required to enforce Mr: Pitt Taylor’s. 





A CASE WHICH came before the Court of Exchequer 
last week, affords a curious illustration of the working 
of the present jurisdiction of justices of the peace. The 
action was by a gentleman of property, the owner of a 
house at Aldborough, against two justices of the peace 
for the county of Suffolk, for false imprisonment. An 
information had been preferred against the plaintiff 
by certain inhabitants, for driving his carriage along 
a certain path. The case coming on to be heard 
last July, before the defendants, as magistrates for the 
county, they, acting upon the advice of their clerk, fined 
the plaintiff forty shillings and costs, in spite of an ob- 
jection raised by the plaintiff’s solicitor to their jurisdic- 
tion. Subsequently the plaintiff was arrested upon a 
warrant issued by the defendants to enforce the convic- 
tion, and conveyed to the police-station, where he paid the 
amount, under protest. The conviction was afterwards 
quashed by the Court of Queen’s Bench, on the ground 
that as the path in question did notrun by the side of a 
public carriage way, the magistrates had no jurisdiction 
in the case. (Vide 5 & 6 Vict. c. 50,8, 72). The plaintiff 
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then brought the present action for the amount of his attor- 
ney’s bill and costs. The defendants had expressed 
their regret at having voluntarily exceeded their juris- 
diction, and tendered £73, which, however, the plaintiff 
declined to accept. The Lord Chief Baron, before whom 
the case was tried, directed the jury that the only ques- 
tion was as to the amount of damages, and the jury 
awarded £247, We are not concerned with the merits 
of the case, otherwise than as they bear upon tie effi- 
ciency of ordinary justices of the peace. As regards the 
defendants, they appear to have acted perpectly bond 
Jide, and without any bias beyond the desire to arrive at 
a correct decision in the case before them ; but the best 
possible intentions are utterly futile if there be no 
power for them to set in motion; and, emphatically in 
the case of a judge, knowledge is power—knowledge 
of a special description, legal knowledge. How much 
knowledge of magistrate’s law these two Suffolk jus- 
tices possessed may be gathered from their evidence 
in this case, as given in the Times. 

Captain —— stated that he was one of the convict- 
ing magistrates in the case, He had been guided in the 
matter solely by the advice of the clerk to the justices. 
He had not the slightest ill-feeling towards the plain- 
tiff, and so on. . He had been so short a time 
on the bench that he did not know whether it was 
customary to give notice before issuing a warrant of 
this kind. He had looked once or twice into a book 
upon the duty of justices of the peace. He always took 
the advice of the justices’ clerk in matters of pure law. 

Mr. ——, the second defendant, and also one of the 
convicting magistrates, had been one of the justices of 
the county since last September twelvemonth. He had 
also acted in this matter under the advice of the justices’ 
clerk. He had no ill-feeling towards the plaintiff. . . 
He had never looked through the Highway Acts, and 
had he done so he should not have understood them. 

These gentlemen state, candidly enough, that their deci- 
sions are the decisions of the clerk to the justices, and 
so far their case is eminently a representative one; but 
is this advisable? If the clerk be the real judge so far 
as concerns matters of law, let him sit asa judge to 
direct the magistrates as to the law, and let his ruling 
be binding upon them, as that of a judge of the superior 
courts upon a jury. In this case a decision upon the 
operation of the Highway Acts was nominally given by 
two gentlemen, one of whom “had looked once or twice 
into a book upon the duty of justices of the peace,” 
the other, “had never looked through the Highway Acts, 
and had he done so should not have understood 
them.” We repeat that we have no antagonism against 
either of these particular justices, or their clerk. Every- 
thing appears to have been done bond fide. Itis the 
system under which these things are done with which 
we find fault. In the present case the effect of the 
wrongful decision has been redressed by an appeal to 
Westminster, but if the party convicted had been a 
labouring man, there probably would and could have 
been no appeal. A justice of the peace is a judge, though 
an humble one, and as such, we really think he should 
possess some knowledge of the law which he is sworn to 
administer. 





THE MASTER OF THE ROLLS on Monday last reserved 
judgment in the important case of Zurgquand v. Marshail, 
which had occupied the Court for some days, The Here- 
fordshire Banking Company, formed in 1836, and 
registered under the Act of Geo. 4, had been recently 
ordered to be wound-up under the Act of 1862. All the 
creditors having been paid, Mr. Turquand, the official 
liquidator, instituted the present suit against the persons 
who were directors at the time of the order to wind up 
the company, and the representatives of some previous 
directors, seeking to make the former and the estates of 
the latter liable in respect of a breach of a provision 
in the deed of settloment, that the business of the 
company should not be carried on after the loss of a cer- 
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tain fraction of the capital. This loss, it appeared, had 
taken place at least twenty years ago, and the claim 
now made was for repayment of the dividends paid by 
the directors during that time out of capital, and for 
compensation for the loss sustained by the company by 
reason of false balance-sheets having been issued. The 
arguments were mainly on the questions how far direc- 
tors were to be considered as trustees, whether a suit 
for damages could be sustained, and whether the con- 
stitution of the suit was correct. It is unnecessary to 
remind our readers of the importance of these questions, 
or to specify any companies whose directors have reason 
to contemplate with alarm the possibility of such a suit 
being successful. 

On TuESDAY LAST Lord Chelmsford ruled, in Wildy 
v. Mid-Hants Railway Company, reported in the current 
issue of the Weekly Reporter, that a debenture mort- 
gagee of a railway company may file a bill to protect his 
security against an elegit creditor, whose proceedings 
threaten to impair its value, notwithstanding that the 
mortgage-money is not yet due. In this case the elegit 
creditor had served notice on another company who were 
working the line under an agreement as to profits, to pay 
the Mid-Hants Company’s share tohim. The distinction 
between suing to realise a mortgage and suing to protect 
the security is of course obvious. Upon the question as 
to the position of the elegit creditor relatively to the de- 
benture-holder’s security, Lord Chelmsford went upon 
the decision of Stuart, V.C., in Legg v. Mathieson, 
2 Giff. 71. The present decision was only upon de- 
murrer, and the hearing is yet to come. The case, how- 
ever, is noteworthy. 

UNINTENTIONAL MISREPRESENTATION OF FACTS by 
honest but prejudiced witnesses is, as everybody knows, 
the great obstacle to arriving at the truth in courts of 
justice. Deliberate perjury is in comparison rare, and 
probably, in most cases is detected and exposed. But 


distortions of the truth arising from the prejudice of wit- 
messes are what juries have to be most on their guard 


against. Every writer on evidence has given much 
space to the consideration of this subject, and many 
classes of prejudices in witnesses have been pointed out, 
and amongst others the bias which arises from the 
habitual employment of the witness, Mr. Pitt Taylor, 
in his work on Evidence, has made some very sensible 
remarks on this subject, and one class of evidence which 
he refers to in way of illustration is the evidence of 
policemen. He says (section 49):—“ With respect 
to policemen, constables, and others employed in 
the suppression and detection of crime, their testi- 
mony against a prisoner should usually be watched 
with great care; not because they intentionally pervert 
the truth, but because their professional zeal, fed as it 
is by an habitual intercourse with the vicious, and by the 
frequent contemplation of human nature in its most re- 
volting form, almost necessarily leads them to ascribe 
to actions the worst motives, and togive acolouring of guilt 
to facts and conversations which are, perhaps, in them- 
selves, consistent with perfect rectitude. That all men 
are guilty till they are proved innocent is the creed of the 
police.” Mr. Taylor, however, very fairly points out that 
in other respects police testimony is in general very 
properly given. It appears to us that what Mr. Tay- 
lor here states to be the case, is exactly what anyone 
knowing anything of human nature would a priori ex- 
pect to find. And we believe that the experience of most 
persons conversant with criminal trials is in accordance 
with it. We have, over and over again, heard judges 
give a similar warning to juries in cases resting mainly 
upon police testimony. 

We learn, however, upon very high authority, that 
the Dublin police are not only a brave and efficient 
body of men, as they have shown themselves to be, 
but that they are also exempt from the ordinary infir- 
mity of human nature to which Mr, Taylor refers. We 
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read ina Dublin newspaper that in the course of a 
recent trial the prisoner’s counsel wasj Proceeding to 
read the passage we have quoted, when “ Mr, Tusticg 
Fitzgerald said this passage had been already frequently 
read in that court, and they had found it necessary 
state that it was altogether unfounded, and certainly 
unfounded so far as the Dublin Metropolitan Police wer 
concerned.” 

_His Lordship is cautious, and confines his testimoy 
to character to the “ Dublin Metropolitan Police,” ang 
we therefore presume that the Irish constabulary ang 
the police of other Irish towns are still human. But jf 
the Dublin police are what his Lordship says they are, 
they have attained what few philosophers succeed jy 
attaining. Of how many theologians, historians, polj. 
ticians, or men of science would Mr. Justice Fitzgeralq 
venture to say that their statements of simple matter 
of fact are not habitually coloured by their professional, 
religious, or political bias, or their attachment to cer. 
tain scientific theories. 


THE DEVELOPMENT of the joint-stock system and the 
exposure of its dark side, through the instrumentality of 
the commercial crisis of 1866, have made the doctrines 
and proceedings of the Court of Chancery subjects of the 
keenest possible interest to shareholders and investors, 
as well as to the whole tribe of City speculators and finan- 
cial operators: and since the celebrated Overend } 
Gurney case of last year no case has created so much ex- 
citement as that of Bloramv. The Metropolitan Railway 
Company, in which Lord Chelmsford this week affirmed 
a decision of Vice-Chancellor Wood awarding an inter- 
locutory injunction against the declaration of a dividend 
of seven and a-half per cent. 

The questions raised by the bill were three in 
number, viz: (1) Whether a moiety of the directors’ 
auditors’ and office expenses ought to be charged to 
capital account. (2) Whether the interest on deben- 
ture-charges on uncompleted works ‘ought to be % 
charged, and (3) whether certain moneys paid under 
agreement by Messrs. Kelk, the contractors, in lieu of 
penalties which would have been incurred for non-com- 
pletion, were applicable to the payment of dividends. 
The answer to this last question would depend upon 
the nature of the agreement with the contractors, the 
main consideration being whether or no the moneys 
paid by them were to be eventually refunded by the 
company. The Vice-Chancellor awarded an interlocutory 
injunction, prefacing it by a declaration, that in his 
opinion the items involved in the two first questions 
were improperly charged to capital account. Against 
this interlocutory injunction the company appealed. 
In support of the motion to discharge the Vice-Chan- 
cellor’s order, great stress was laid upon the manner in 
which the plaintiff had brought himself before the 
court. It appeared that the plaintiff had, in the words 
of the Vice-Chancellor, “openeda lion’s mouth” for 
complaints on the part of extension-shareholders in the 
company, he not being at that time a holder of any of that 
description: under this assumed character he invited com- 
bination and co-operation on the part of the extension share- 
holders. He then purchased £500 extension-stock, re- 
ceiving the dividend paid out of the Messrs, Kelk’s 
payments, and soon afterwards filed the bill, the object 
of which has been already explained. The plaintiffs 
took exception to this conduct, and contended that 
“coming into court with this personal exception hanging 
round his neck,” his complaint should be dismissed at 
once, and relied on Forest v. Manchester §* Sheffield Rail- 
way Company 9 W.R. 818; Filder v. London, Brighton, 
5 South Coast Railway Company,1 H. & M. 493, and 
other cases of the same character. But upon this point 
Lord Chelmsford, applying the test adopted by Vice-Chan- 
cellor Wood in the latter case—‘‘Is the plaintiff’s suit 
bond fide the plaintiff's own suit, or is he merely the 
hand by which some one acts,”—observed that even if 
the plaintiff had consented to become the instrument of 
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others, still, having for that purpose obtained a real in- 
terest in the stake, he had a right to come to the Court 
for relief; a distinction which appears to us to be very 
well founded. 

Upon the merits of the case the main questions 
were :— 

(1)—Questions upon the facts, especially as to whether 
or no the extension line could be considered a separate 
undertaking; (2) the effect given by the 30th section of the 
Railways Act, 1867,to the auditors’ certificate; and (3), the 
question whether or no the interference desired by the 
plaintiff of the court, amounted to an interference with 















Bea ai a matter of internal economy, settled by the shareholders, 
ana : upon grant to the practice of the court, as evinced by 
Fitzyeral the cases of Foss v. Harbottle, 2 Ha. 461; Brown v. 
© matte Monmouthshire Railway and Canal Company, 13 Beav. 
fession, > 82. Lord Chelmsford showed that the construction put by 
at t0 on the plaintiffs upon section 80 of the Railways’ Act, 
5 amounted to this, that the certificate of the auditors 
could sanction changes which would be otherwise illegal ; 
and the a construction which he could not adopt. Upon the 
tality of question of external economy he justly observed that, if the 
loctrines acts complained of were ultra vires, the company could 
ts of the not shelter themselves under any such objection to internal 
nvestors interference ; and holding that the questions of fact 
1d finan. were sfficiently doubtful and important to demand a re- 
rend 5 servation to the hearing, though not so clear for the 
uch ex. plaintiff’s contention as the Vice-Chancellor had seemed 
Railway to think, he affirmed the Vice-Chancellor’s interlocu- 
firmed tory injunction, ‘ ¢ 
» inter. In the City this decision will be received with ap- 
ividend probation and disapprobation, according to the interest 
of the speculator, but we believe that it will meet 
ree in with the unanimous approval of the legal profession. 
rectors’ As to the argument ab inconvenienti, grounded on the 
ged to inconvenience which it is alleged that widows, trustees, 
deben. and others will suffer from the withholding of the 


be dividends, shareholders have a right only to such dividends 
80 : : 
as can be lawfully paid out of profits; and on the supposi- 


hye tion that the whole dividend would ultimately turn out 
ion to be _legitimately payable, the inconvenience arising 
Jends, from its temporary withdrawal is as nothing when 
upon placed in the scale with the injury which the real in- 
s, the terest of shareholders would suffer, if, in the alternative 
neys event, the abominable. practice of paying dividends out 
- the of capital should have been permitted to be continued. 
story During the hearing of this case in its various stages 
he before the Vice-Chancellor and the Lord Chancellor, the 
ons courts were crowded with persons interested as share- 
last holders, or speculators, in the event; stock jobbers or 


sled their confederates were in attendance ready to dart off to 
the city on the receipt of any important news, and shares 





r in in the Metropolitan Company were bought and sold 
the within the precincts of the Court, so that it might per- 
rie haps have been well if some functionary of the court 
for could have been furnished with a whip of small cords. 
the In any case a considerable time must elapse before this 
hat cause could be advanced beyond its present interlocutory 
ne stage, but it is now probable that the matter will be 
re- arranged without proceeding toa hearing. 

e- 

'y IN THE CASE OF Crossley v. Elivorthy, tried this week 
at before the Lord Chief Baron and a special jury, the plain- 
Fg tiff, a north-country manufacturer, recovered £35,000 
st damages against the managing director of the London 
g and Colonial Company (Limited) in an action to recover 
t the price paid for shares, and on calls on shares, &c., pur- 


4 chased by the plaintiff, upon the representations con- 
; tained in the company’s prospectus. In this case the 
company had at one time been paying dividends of 
twelve and a-half per cent. upon a loss. Great credit is 
due to the plaintiff in this case for the energy and enter- 
prise shown by him in investigating the company's 
affairs and bring the matter before the Court. It is to be 
hoped that the result may prove beneficial in a double 
sense—by imparting increascd caution to investors, and 
emboldening dujxs to biing those who have deceived 





them to book. In process of time we may possibly have 
a certain section of the Larceny Act put into operation 
in joint-stock company cases; as yet, however, there 
seems no sign of the utilization of that provision. 





THE QUESTION whether or no Mr. Commissioner Kerr, 
the judge of the City Court, can, under the County Courts 
Act, 1867, continue to sit in the Old Bailey Sessions, 
seems rather embarrassing. It appears that the Attor- 
ney-General and Mr. Hannen, on a case submitted by 
Mr. Nelson, the City Solicitor, delivered an opinion to 
the effect that the Commissioner’s position in relation to 
the Central Criminal Court was unaffected by the Act; 
Sir R. P. Collier and Mr. Cleasby delivering a precisely 
contrary opinion upon acase submitted to them by the 
Commissioner. In this state of difficulty the aldermen 
have resolved to submit both cases, with the conflicting 
opinions, to the Lord Chancellor. 

There is also another difficulty between the City of 
London and Mr. Commissioner Kerr, in consequence of 
the learned Commisioner having substituted for the old 
seal of the City courts, bearing the City arms, a new one 
bearing the Royal arms as used by county courts in 
general. This matter, together with a claim of the 
learned Commissioner to 19-40ths of the fees of the City 
Court, was referred to the Officers and Clerks Committee. 





THE CORRESPONDENCE which has lately appeared in 
the Zimes respecting the early closing of the Inns of 
Court Libraries, has been followed by the drawing up of 
a petition to the Benchers of the Inner and Middle 
Temple. This petition has been very well signed, and 
we wish that it may be instrumental in obtaining for the 
Bar an advantage similar to that which the other branch 
of the profession enjoy from the library of the Law Insti- 
tution. This advantage they certainly ought to derive from 
their libraries. In the winter months the closing hour 
is 4 p.m., by which time many who stand in need of 
the libraries have not yet got back from court. The 
only difficulty which we can see consists in the expense 
of an additional attendant and a guantum of coals and 
gas, which we should have imagined that the Inns 
would have been able to afford. This, however, is not 
the first effort which has been made to secure this 
object. 

It is also desired to obtain the conveniences of 
luncheon and dinner in Hall out of term, and common or 
combination rooms on the university principle. In the 
matier of dinner out of term, a eompliance with the 
Bar suggestion would be only a return to the ancient cus- 
tom. In Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ time the dinner-hour, at 
the Middle Temple, out of term, was 10 a.m., which 
he considered much too early. 

A REPORT appears to have crept into circulation, to 
the effect that Mr. Baron Channell is labouring under 
severe indisposition. We are, however, glad to be 
enabled to state that this “ indisposition” is the re- 
verse of severe, and is merely of a temporary character. 
In point of fact, Sir William Channell has just under- 
gone, successfully, a slight medical operation, the 
effect of which will probably be to confirm him in 
better health than he has of late years enjoyed. 





THE GOVERNMENT BRIBERY BILL. 

The Bribery Bill which the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, pursuant to notice, introduced to the House of 
Commons, on the 13th ult., is grounded on Sir Coleman 
O’Loghlen’s measure of last session, supplemented by 
the modifications which the Select Committee of that 
session recommended. The leading feature of the bill 
of last session was the commission of the adjudication 
upon election petitions to a tribunal, not consisting of 
members of the House. The proposition was that there 
should be a fixed panel of commissioners at the disposal 





of the Speaker, for the trial of election petitions, and 
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the Government then stated their willingness, if the 
House should approve, to abandon the appeal from the 
decision of these commissioners to the House itself. 
So far, we think, this was a step in the right direction. 
As regards the pains and penalties to be inflicted on con- 
victed culprits, the bill was less satisfactory, inasmuch 
as it lightened the penalties at present prescribed against 
the candidate convicted of bribery through agents; and 
the fact that the bill increased the penalty against 
personal offences by no means atoned for this defect, 
since no candidate is se foolish as to bribe per- 
sonally when he can so readily have everything managed 
for him by those convenient go-betweens who can always 
be found ready to execute any nasty piece of work. The 
Select Committee recommended several modifications of 
the bill, but none which deserves notice in this place, 
except that very important one which is just now 
attracting so much attention. Approving that which 
has now become a word in everyone’s mouth, the 
“transfer of jurisdiction ” over election petitions from 
the House of Commons to another tribunal, they re- 
commended that in place of the panel of barristers, 
provided by the bill, the jurisdiction should be transferred 
to the Court of Queen’s Bench. The Government, it 
appears, were desirous of framing their new bill in 
accordance with the suggestions of the Committee, 
when they were suddenly embarrassed by a protest 
on the part of the judges against the “ transfer 
of jurisdiction” to them. The objections entertained by 
the Bench are very forcibly stated in a letter written by 
the Lord Chief Justice to the Lord Chancellor, which 
we print in another column. They may be summed up 
as follows :— 

1. Setting the judges to try election petitions will de- 
grade the judicial office and drag the judicial reputation 
for impartiality into the mud of political partnership. 

2. Such duties are beyond the scope of their duties, 
and,—non hee in federa venerunt. 

3, The judges already have as much work as they can 
manage. 

We think these objections are unanswerable. We 
should be sorry to see our Barons and Justices em- 
ployed in probing the filth of election inquiries, and 
we cannot but recognise the great practical difficulties 
which would lie in the way of such a proceeding, for few 
as the election inquiries are in comparison with the 
number of corrupt constituencies, they would be enough 
seriously to embarrass the course of business, <A 
sudden demand for judge power would arise at every 
general election: either then the ordinary legal business 
of the nation must go the wall, which is absurd, or judges 
must be appointed for whom there would be at other 
times an insufficiency of regular work. This latter 
alternative was very clearly pointed out by Sir Roundell 
Palmer. And if it be said—the regular work of the judges 
during this exceptional press of business might be en- 
trusted to able barristers, who are now occasionally 
employed to assist the judges on circuit, the answer is, 
of course, “ as ready as a borrower’s cap ”’—let these 
gentlemen try the election petitions at once, and so avoid 
displacing the judges. We cannot but think that Par- 
liament will view the matter in this light; it was very 
proper that the judges should be consulted upon a topic 
so nearly affecting not only themselves, but the impor- 
tant system over which they preside, and we certainly 
cannot, with Mr. Lowe, see anything in their protest for 
the House of Commons to “ resent.” 

But if the jurisdiction in the matter of election 
petitions is not to be transferred to the judges, it should 
still be transferred; it is high time that were done, and 
there is no difficulty in finding fitting persons to whom 
it might be entrusted. The election commissioners who 
have been appointed from time to time have done their 
work very satisfactorily; take for instance the case of 
the inquiries consequent on the last general election; we 
have not heard of any complaints on the ground either 
of incapacity or unfairness against the Commissioners 


who have been appointed in this way, and surely those 
gentlemen who have hiterto given satisfaction, when 
sent to Lancaster, or elsewhere, to preside over election 
inquiries, and the class from which they have been 
selected, would not be less trustworthy if formed into 4 
permanent panel or regular tribunal and entrusted in tot) 
with the jurisdiction in these matters. This would he 

in effect, to constitute the Parliamentary Elections Court 
proposed by the present bill, though whether it would be 
advisable to transfer to this Court the jurisdiction over 
registraticn appeals, as at present proposed by the bill 
is a matter upon which there will perhaps be conflicting 
opinions. 

Finally, we must repeat that which we have so often 
said, that it is not in these changes that the secret wil] 
be found to lie; the grand defect is, not in the machinery 
by which the inquiry is conducted, but in the absence of 
any machinery by which it can be ensured, While 
the bringing to light of corruptly influenced elections 
is left to ‘chance petitions,” it is in vain to hope for any 
material amelioration. At present there are, in spite of 
the disfranchisement of Yarmouth, Lancaster, and their 
disgraced compeers, many boroughs in which a large 
number of persons regard the profits arising from the 
sale of their votes, and derivable in other modes from 
contested elections, as a vested interest ; in these con- 
stituencies there are a hundred reasons for not promoting 
an election inquiry, for one which there is to the con- 
trary, and be accordingly, beyond a small amount of what 
is called “ trafficking in petitions,” election petitions 
are unknown in these places. When the evil is attacked 
from this side, and when some means are adopted for 
insuring that there shall always be an inquiry, then and 
not till then will the axe have been fairly laid to the 
root of the tree. 








TITE LAW OF NECESSARIES FOR AN INFANT. 

All the text books on the law of contracts tell us that 
an infant, that is, a person under the age of twenty- 
one, cannot contraet except for necessaries, but that for 
them he is liable at law. It is also well settled that 
necessaries mean, not only such things as are indis- 
pensable to support life, but also means of education 
apd such accommodations and conveniences as are 
suitable to the infant’s degree and station in society. 
So far all is plain sailing, and the principles of law 
above laid down are clear and distinct enough; but in 
this, as in almost all other branches of law, the real 
difficulty of the subject. commences when we try to 
apply these general principles to particular instances. 
There are, of course, numerous cases on this subject con- 
tained in the reports, which have, to a certain extent, 
settled the law. For instance, an infant, a captain in 
the army, has been held liable for a livery ordered by 
him for his servant; but not for cockades for the 
soldiers of his company. Atthe time of the threatened 
invasion by Napoleon, Lord Ellenborough considered a 
volunteer uniform a necessary for an infant, and an 
infant widow has been held liable for the expenses of 
her husband’s funeral. On the other hand, the Courts 
have held that a chronometer is not a necessary for an 
infant lieutenant in the navy, who has no ship, nor can 
an infant in the eye of the law be a merchant, and bind 
himself by becoming a party to a bill of exchange. A 
long account for the hire of horses from a livery stable 
has been held unnecessary for an infant, although he 
was the son of a member of Parliament, and some times 
hunted with his father’s hounds. Notwithstanding 
these decisions, however, cases must constantly arise in 
which the circumstances are new and distinct, and in 
which it must always be difficult to decide whether, under 
those circumstances, articles are to be considered neces- 
saries or not. The question then arises, who are to be 
the judges of this, the court or the jury? It is laid 
down broadly in the text books that the question of 





necessaries or no necessaries is one of mixed law and 
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fact to-be left to the jury, subject to the opinion of the 
Court as to the manner in which the jury have exercised 
their judgment. In all actions, however, the judge has 
the power of deciding that there is no evidence at all 
to go to the jury, and in cases of this sort, he may say 
that the articles in question could not, under any cir- 
oumstances, be necessaries, and refuse to leave anything 
to the jury at all, when the plaintiff must perforce be 
non-suited. Of course, if the articles are such as might 
under certain circumstances be necessaries, it would be 
the duty of the judge to leave it to the jury to say 
whether such circumstauces as would render them 
necessaries exist in the case before them or not. Now 
it must be always of great practical importance to a 
lawyer, in advising his client in matters of this sort, to be 
able to tell whether the case will be left to the jury or 
not, for the result in the two cases will very likely be 
widely different. If the judge is to decide, he will pro- 
bably be disinclined to go beyond the settled cases or to 
hold articles necessaries which will not come within the 
principle of those cases; if, on the other hand, the case 
is left to the jury, they will be prone to go as far as 
they can towards holding any article a necessary for 
which a tradesman has given an infant credit. 

The difficulties above pointed out have been forcibly 
exemplified in the case of Ryder v. Wombmell, which 
was decided last term in the Court of Exchequer, and 
which has caused considerable surprise in the profession. 
In that case the defendant, an infant, had purchased from 
the plaintiff a pair of wrist studs or solitaires, set with pre- 
cious stones, of the value of £25, and a silver gilt chased 
goblet, bearing a presentation inscription to the Marquis of 
Hastings, of the value of £15 15s. At the trial the 
jury had found that both these articles were necessaries 
for the defendant in his station in life, and had given a 
verdict for the plaintiff accordingly. The point, prac- 
tically, on which the Court had to decide was, should the 
question as to whether these articles were necessaries 
or not, have been left to the jury at all, and also should 
evidence to prove that at the time of the purchase the 
defendant had been supplied with similar articles by 
other tradesmen, thereby rendering the purchase of the 
present articles unnecessary, have been rejected ? The 
learned judges differed in their opinions. The Lord 
Chief Baron, in a judgment in which Barons Channell 
and Pigott concurred, held that the goblet could not. be 
considered a necessary, but that the question as to whether 
the solitaires were or were not necessaries, had been pro- 
perly left to the jury, and also that evidence as to pur- 
chases from other tradesmen had been properly rejected. 
Baron Bramwell, on the contrary, held that neither of 
the articles could be considered necessaries, and also that 
the evidence ought to have been admitted. With all 
deference to the opinion of the learned judges, whose 
views were expressed by the Lord Chief Baron, we can- 
not help thinking that Baron Bramwell was right, and 
that the decision of the majority of the Court is not in 
accordance with the previous decisions on the subject. 

In the course of his judgment the Chief Baron is re- 
ported to have said—* Although, if this were a court of 
of error, I should not hesitate to declare my opinion to 
be that a judge is in no case entitled to withdraw the 
question of necessaries from a jury, I do not feel myself 
at liberty, sitting here, to overrule the case of Brooker v. 
Scott, 11M. & W. 67, supported as it is by Bryant v. 
Richardson, 14 W. R. 401;” and for these reasons he 
declared that he did not dissent from a rule being made 
absolute for reducing the verdict by the price of the 
goblet. 

As to the solitaires, however, he held that the question 
whether they were necessaries or not had been properly 
left to the jury, and that, as they had decided in the 
affirmative, he was unwilling to disturb their finding. 
Now, as the Chief Baron allows that he is, however re- 
luctantly, bound by the authority of former decisions, 
we must suppose that he considers the conclusion at which 
he has arrived to be sanctioned by the principles laid down 


in the cases to whose authority he admits that he must 
bow. Let us see what those principles are. It is no 
doubt true, as we pointed out above, and as was laid down 
by Parke, B., in Peters v. Fleming, 6 M. & W. 43, that the 
word necessaries is not confined in its strict sense to 
such articles as are necessary to the support of life, but 
extends to articles fit to maintain the particular person 
in the state, station, and degree in life in which heis; but 
in the same case Alderson, B., says, “ The word necessaries, 
as applied to dress, may mean those things without which 
the party would lose caste in society.” In Brooker v. 
Scott the Court decided that soda-water, lozenges, 
oranges, fancy biscuits, and pastry could not be neces- 
saries for an infant who was supplied with food by his 
college, and made arule absolute for entering a nonsuit. 
And in Bryant v. Richardson, decided only last year in 
the Court of Exchequer, the Court held that cigars and to- 
bacco could not be necessaries, and Martin, B.,in his 
judgment, cites with approbation the above-mentioned 
cases, and says, “In Petersv. Fleming it was held that 
merely ornamental jewellery could not fall within the 
term necessaries. In Brooker v. Scott, Alderson, B., points 
out that the rule laid down in the previous case is con- 
fined to things useful, and excludes things merely useless 
and luxurious. In Wharton v. Mackenzie, 5 Q. B. 606, 
Coleridge, J., states the true limits of the province of 
theCourtand of the jury in such cases; it is for the Court to 
say whether articles can be necessaries, and then, if so, 
for the jury to say whether under the circumstances they 
are so.” Coleridge,J., in the judgment to which Mar- 
tin, B., refers, says, “In some cases the question must 
be for the judge—suppose the son of the richest man in 
England to have been supplied with diamonds and race- 
horses, the judge ought to tell the jury that such articles 
cannot be necessaries.” These are the leading cases on the 
subject of necessaries by which the Chief Baron allows him- 
self tobe bound. Applying the principles therein enun- 
ciated to the solitaires in question,can they be said to be “fit 
to maintain even the most high born infant in the 
station of life in which he is ?” Can it be said thatin any 
society, however exalted, an infant “would lose caste” 
by being without them, or that they are anything 
more than “ornamental jewellery?” It is true that 
they may be as useful for buttoning a shirt sleeve as much 
commoner articles. But the same remarks would apply 
to a racehorse; such an animal may be ridden for 
exercise or he may be put into a cart, but nevertheless 
the case above cited shows that he cannot be considered 
a necessary. We think the true rule was laid down 
by Baron Bramwell, when he says, that things which 
are useless, except for amusement, orin which the utility 
is the subordinate consideration and the ornament or 
amusement the principal, cannot be necessaries. As to 
the second question as to whether evidence should 
have been admitted to prove that, at the time of the 
purchase, the infant had been supplied with similar 
articles by other tradesmen, and that, therefore, the 
jewellery in question could not be necessary, we are 
inclined to agree with Baron Bramwell, who again 
differed from his learned brethren, that it ought. It 
may be taken as settled law that articles which in 
some cases could not be necessaries, in others might be 
made so by surrounding circumstances; if this be so, 
evidence surely ought to be admitted to show what 
these surrounding circumstances are, and to prove 
whether the article in question is in point of fact 
necessary ornot, It may bé proper and useful for an 
infant to have one great coat; but if he already has 
five others the sixth would not be a necessity, but a 
luxury. No doubt this doctrine would often bear very 
hardly upon tradesmen, but if it is a sound policy of the 
law to protect infants from the consequences of foolish 
contracts, it is right that tradesmen should know that 
they are trusting them at their peril. If the views of 
the Lord Chief Baron are to be acted upon for the future, 
and if the question of necessaries or no necessaries is in 
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law affords to infants in their contracts is virtually at an 
end. Juries are, we believe, generally anxious and 
willing to do their duty; but in cases like these, ex- 
perience shows us that they are very apt to go wrong. 
About the general policy of the law they neither know 
nor care much; one consideration, however, is promi- 
nently before them, and that is, that a tradesman has 
supplied goods, often of great value, and that it is very 
hard on him, if he is not to be paid for them. We 
wonder whether, if aninfant were to buy the Koh-i-Noor, 
and have it made up into a breast pin, a jury would 
find that it was a necessary, and whether the Court of 
Exchequer would afterwards uphold their verdict. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 
COMMON LAW. 
SALE OF SHARES--USAGE OF STOCK EXCHANGE, 
Grissell v. Bristowe, 16 W. R., C. P., 428. 

We noticed this case (ante 293) immediately after 
judgment was given by the Court of Common Pleas, 
and we then pointed out briefly what is the usual 
practice of the Stock Exchange upon a sale of shares 
in the ordinary way. The case is now reported in 
this week’s number of the Weekly porter, and we 
have therefore an opportunity of examining its legal 
effect. 

According to the usages of the Stock Exchange a 
jobber who buys and then sells shares and afterwards 
gives in the name of a purchaser to his own vendor, is 
relieved from any further responsibility, and is not bound 
to see that the transfer is registered by his nominee. 

Grissell v. Bristowe has now decided that this rule of 
the Stock Exchange will not be recognised by the Courts 
of Law. In this case the plaintiff sold shares through 
a broker to a jobber, who subsequently sold them 
and gave in the name of a purchaser and paid the 
agreed price of the shares. The plaintiff duly executed 
a transfer to the purchaser, who, however, did not re- 
gister it, and the plaintiff in consequence remained 
upon the register as the owner of the shares, and 
was compelled to pay a call that was subsequently 
made upon them. This action was brought against the 
jobber to recover the amount thus paid. The defence 
was first that there had been a settlement of ac- 
counts between the plaintiff’s broker and the de- 
fendant, which bound the plaintiff. The plaintiff’s 
brokers, acting for different principals, had in fact 
bought from the, defendant a greater number of shares 
of the same description as the plaintiff’s than they had 
sold to him, and they received from the defendant the 
balance only of the number of shares. The plaintiff’s 
shares therefore were never delivered to the defendant. 
The second ground of defence was that the defendant 
was not liable; as he had given in the name of a bond 
fide purchaser of the shares, it was argued that the 
plaintiff’s remedy was against the purchaser only. 

The majority of the Court decided in favour of the 
plaintiff. As to the defence on the ground of the settle- 
ment of accounts, that may be dismissed atonce. It was 
obviously only for the personal convenience of the 
brokers and the defendant, who were both members of 
the Stock Exchange, and it could not affect the rights of 
@ principal who had given no assent to such a settle- 
ment, 

The question of the nature of the contract between the 
plaintiff and the defendant is of much more importance. 
The legal effect of the thousands of contracts which are 
daily made upon the Stock Exchange is determined by 
the anawer which has been given to this question by 
the decision of Grisscll v. Bristowe. The effect of the 
decision is that a contract by a jobber for the purchase 
of shares is an absolute contract to buy the shares and 
to cause them to be registered in the name of the jobber 
or of someone else. A subsequent sale, therefore, by a 








jobber, and the delivery of the name of a bond fide 
purchaser to the vendor, will not discharge the jobber 
from liability to his immediate vendor for the refusal 
of such purchaser to register the transfer of the shares, 
Notwithstanding the arguments which have been 
brought forward against a decision to this effect it is, 
perhaps, the most useful, as it certainly is the most in 
accordance with legal principles, which could have been 
arrived at. Although it may seem at first sight to cast 
a heavy responsibility upon the jobber, it must be re- 
membered that he is not without his remedy. If there 
is only one intervening jobber between the vendor and 
purchaser, the jobber on indemnifying the vendor is 
entitled to recover the amount against the purchaser, 
who is under the same sort of liability to the jobber 
that the jobber is to the vendor. If these shares have 
passed through the hands of several jobbers, the first 
jobber on being compelled to indemnify the vendor, can 
recover from his immediate vendee the second jobber, 
and he from the third and so on until ultimately the origin 
of the whole difficulty, the recalcitrant purchaser, is 
reached, and who is liable to an action by the jobber 
who sold directly to him. 

This result seems necessarily to follow from 
the judgment in Grissell v. Bristowe, although the 
law is not thus laid down in so many words. If, how- 
ever, any doubt were felt upon this point, it would be at 
once dispelled by a perusal of Shepherd v. Murphy (Law 


| Rep., (Ireland) 1 Eq. 490,) lately decided by the 


Vice-Chancellor in Ireland. The most important ques- 
tion left undecided by Grissell v. Bristowe is as to the 
liability of a purchaser, whose name has _ been properly 
given in by a jobber, to be sued by the vendor for re- 
fusing to register a duly executed transfer. The majority 
of the Court did not express any opinion upon this point, 
but Byles, J., who dissented from them, pretty clearly 
intimated that in his opinion the purehaser was liable 
to Lhe vendor either at law or in equity. Shepherd v. 
Murphy, however, which was decided on 15th of last 
December, but is not noticed in the judgments in G'rissell 
v. Bristowe, has expressly decided that such a purchaser 
is not liable to be sued, by a vendor, even in equity, and 
a fortwri, therefore, he cannot be sued at law. The 
plaintiff there sold shares in the ordinary way, upon the 
London Stock Exchange, to a jobber who sold to the 
defendant, and subsequently gave in the defendant’s 
name as the purchaser to the plaintiff. The plain- 
tiff duly executed a transfer to the defendant, who 
did not register it, and the plaintiff was in conse- 
quence compelled to pay certain calls subsequently 
made upon the shares, The plaintiff then filed a 
petition, praying the Vice-Chancellor of Ireland to 
require specific performance of the contract by the 
defendant and also praying for an indemnity for 
the calls already paid. The defendant set up several 
grounds of defence, the most important of which was 
that there was no contract between him and the plain- 
tiff. The plaintiff contended that although originally 
there was one contract between himself and the jobber, 
and another between the jobber and the defendant, yet 
that a new contract was created between the defendant 
and the plaintiff by the execution by the plaintiff of a 
transfer of the shares to the defendant, and the receipt 
by the defendant’s brokers of such transfer. 

The Vice-Chancellor decided that the execution and 
receipt of the transfer created no contract between the 
plaintiff and the defendant, and the petition was therefore 
dismissed. The judgment of this case is extremely clear, 
and is very instructive. It explains how the recognised 
principles of law are to be applied to this class of cases, 
and it contains also a review of all the former decisions 
bearing upon this subject. The Vice-Chancellor especially 
dwells upon the case of Paine v. Hutchinson (L. R. 3 Eq. 
257), which really involved the same point, and is prac- 
tically a decision to the same effect as that arrived at in 
Shepherd v. Murphy and Grissell v. Bristowe. 

It is now, therefore, clear from the three cases that we 
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are noticed that each jobber purchasing shares is liable, as 
yobave before explained, to his immediate vendor, whether 

ves in the name of a purchaser or not. In either 
ax his contract is that aduly executed transfer of the 
jares shall be registered in his or in his nominee’s name. 
jhe has to pay damages to his vendor for any omis- 
jon on the part of his nominee, he has then a remedy 
wer against his own immediate vendee. It is also clear, 
fom Shepherd v. Murphy and Paine v. Hutchinson, that 
the execution of a transfer by a vendor of shares to a 

aser whose name has been given to the vendor by 
his immediate vendee, and the receipt of the transfer by 
















et the purchaser does not create any contract between such 
. cba yendor and ultimate purchaser. These are the two most im- 
| heat t questions which have hitherto been undecided in 
| Sen iansactions of this nature, and they are now set at 
: nst as far as can be done by courts from which there is 
te sn appeal. 
re There is little doubt that Grissell v. Bristowe will be 
= rs brought before the Exchequer Chamber, and ultimately to 
bber the House of Lords. It iscertainly desirable that a case of 
this importance should be decided by the highest Court, 
rom and the difference of opinion amongst the judges of the 
th Court of Common Pleas, furnishes an additional reason 
a foran appeal. We do not desire an appeal on the ground 
ert that the decision already given is unsatisfactory, on the 
> ab contrary, we venture to express an opinion that the real 
ed point decided in Grissell v. Bristowe, viz., the personal 
eg liability of the jobber, will be upheld hereafter. This 
vn case, however, involves such important interests, that we 
F should wish to see the case decided by an authority 
~ which cannot be shaker by any subsequent decisions. 
“i With reference to the rules of the Stock Exchange, we 
7 hold it impossible to maintain that they are all, as such, 
ly binding upon the employers of its members. As to the 
7 extent to which they may be imported, difficult questions 
‘ arise and decisions are conflicting. To this topic we shall 
‘ hereafter recur. 
yt 
: COURTS. 
} COUNTY COURTS. 
LAMBETH. 
) 


(Befere J. Pirt Taytor, Esq., Judge.) 

Feb 18.—Gilbert v. Bickley.— Payment of half the claim 
by one of two joint debtors—Costs.—The plaintiff applied to 
the Court under the following circumstances :—Early in the 
year he summoned the defendant and one Morton for a debt 
due by them jointly. Morton was not served, but two days 
before the day of hearing Bickley paid half the claim with 
proportionate costs into court. Plaintiff did not appear, and 
the cause was struck out. In June last plaintiff issued a 
second summons for the same account against both debtors 
as before. Morton was again not served, and Bickley not 
appearing, plaintiff obtained judgment for the full amount 
against him. Bickley had disobeyed the order of the Court on 
the ground that he had paid his share when the first action 
was brought. Plaintiff now sought to enforce the order 
against Bickley, by judgment summons, but the registrar 
had refused to issue process on the ground that half the debt 
had been paid into court in the previous action, and the money 
was still lying there, 

Mr. Pirr ‘T'aycor said the registrar was quite right, under the 
circumstances, in refusing to issue the process, plaintiff ought 
to have taken the money paid in on the first action out of 
court and then have sued for the balance, whereas he had sued 
for the whole debt and thus caused greater costs to be incurred 
which he now sought to enforce against Bickley, who was of 
course liable for the whole debt, but not for the additional 
costs caused by the wrongful bringing of the second action. 
Before allowing a judgment summons to issue he (Mr. Taylor) 
would grant a rule nisi calling upon the defendant to show 
cause why the amount of the Judgment in this second action 
should not be reduced to the amonnt that would have been re- 
coved had the action been properly brought. 

Rule nisi accordingly. 

Defendant removing from the jurisdiction of the City Court to 

that of a Metropolitan Court—Effect of section 3 of the County 
Courts Act, 1867, as to the enforcement of judgment.—A plaintiff 








residing in the district of the Bloomsbury County Court ap- 
plied to this court for a judgment summons. He produced a 
certificate from the City of London Court, of a judgment ob- 
tained there, the defendant at the time of the judgment (Janu- 
ary, 1867) residing in the city but now in the district of this 
court. The registrar had referred the matter to the Court 
as doubtful under the 3rd section of ‘‘the County Courts Act, 
1867.” 

Mr. Prrr TaYtor, after carefully reading the section two or 
three times over, ordered the summonses to issue. 





BLACKBURN. 
Before W. A. Hutton, Esq., Judge. 

Feb, 10—Knapp g§ Son v. Forrest.—Liability of a 
Guarantor— Variation of Contract.--The facts will be found 
in the judgment. Mr, Kdelston (Preston) for plaintiffs ; Mr. 
Dean (Blackburn) for defendant. 

Mr. Hutton delivered judgment as follows : 

In this case, which I reserved from the last Court, many 
objections were taken to the maintenance of the action. Most 
of those objections were answered so conclusively by Mr. 
Edelston, that I should have no hesitation in overruling them 
at once. But one objection of a different description was 
taken, and I reserved the consideration of the whole case. 

The action was brought under the following circumstances. 
The plaintiffs, who are furniture dealers in London, were ap- 
plied to by Messrs. Carr & Forrest for some furniture, and 
were referred by them to the defendant, who resides in Black- 
burn. 

The plaintiffs wrote to the defendant a letter, dated the 12th 
of January, 1867, in the following terms :—* Your brother, 
Mr. Forrest, and Mr. Carr, have agreed to purchase of us 
a quantity of furniture, &c., amounting to about £50 to £70, 
which they propose to pay for in three payments, three, six, 
and nine months from this date ; and propose your security 
for the due payment. We shall feel obliged by inform- 
ing us if you will guarantee the due payment of the said goods 
at the time agreed, should Messrs. Carr & Forrest fail in the 
payment at the above dates. Your answer will oblige, yours, 

“Knapp & Son.” 

In answerto this letter the defendant, on the 18th of January, 
wrote to the plaintiffs, as follows: —‘*‘ I have not been able to re- 
ply to your note before. In the event of my brother and Mr, 
Carr not being able to pay for the furniture they are purchasing 
from you at the time you name, viz., in three instalments, 
three, six, and nine months. Iam willing to guarantee you 
the payment so far as £70 (seventy pounds). Yours, 

“J. J. Forrest.” 

I may here observe that one of the objections pressed upon 
me by the learned advocate forthe defendant at the hearing 
was that the agreement to guarantee did not become complete 
until the plaintiffs formally consented to receive it. I think it 
clear thatitdid, and thatthe casesof M‘Ivor v. Richardson, 1M. & 
S.557, and Moseley v. Tinkler, 1 (. M. & R, 692, which were 
cited in support of the objection, do not apply. Mr. Edelston 
properly pointed out that the letter of the defendant was not 
a mere proposal to guarantee, but was a consent to a proposal 
by the plaintiffs. I think, therefore, that it was an absolute con- 
tract of guarantee to be perfected by the delivery of the furniture 
under’ the contract represented by the plaintiffs to have been 
made by them with Carr and Forrest and to which the defend- 
ant became a party. It was proved that the furniture in ques- 
tion, with other goods, to the value in the whole of £84 4s, Od., 
was delivered by the plaintiffs to Carr and Forrest on the 6th 
of February, 1867, under a special arrangement in writing of 
that date, whereby Carr and Forrest acknowledged that they 
had hired from the plaintiffs the goods delivered ‘ at the rent 
or sum”’ of £84 4s, Od. and it was agreed that the first pay-. 
ment of £42 2s. 0d. should be paid on the 9th of May then next; 
“ the further rent or sum” of £21 1s. Od. on the 9th of August 
then next, and the “further rent or sum” of £21 1s. Od. on 
the 9th of November then next, when the plaintiffs would 
give a receipt in full for the various articles of furniture so 
hired. It was further agreed that if Carr and Forrest failed 
in the payment of any of such sums the plaintiffs might enter 
upon the premises where the goods might be and remove them 
from the care of Carr and Forrest, or whomsoever might hold 
them, and Carr and Forrest bound themselves not to part 
with any of the articles until fully paid for, or in anywise 
injure the same, until the whole of the said amount of 
£84 4s, Od. had been fully paid, and a receipt given. It was 
not showa that this arrangement was made with the defen- 
daut’s assent, or even that it was communicated to him when 
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made, It appeared that default was made in payment of the 
first instalment, and that on the 20th of June, by the direc- 
tion of Carr, the furniture was removed, under the agreement, 
by the plaintiffs to their warehouse, that it remained there un- 
til December last, when it was sold by the direction of Carr, 
and realised £32 11s, Od., which was paid over.to the plain- 
tiffs, and for which they gave the defendant credit in this 
action. I think still, as I thought at the hearing, that all the 
objections then taken, with the exception of the one I am 
about to notice, must be overruled. Mr, Dean objected that 
the terms of the contract which the defendant guaranteed had 
been altered by the plaintiffs and Carr and Forrest without 
the defendant’s concurrence, and consequently that the de- 
fendant was discharged. I think that objection well founded. 
The question in these cases is—can the contract which the 
plaintiffs have performed be said to be the original contract. 
to which the defendant was a party ? See Whilcher v. Hall, 
5 B. & C. 275, Stewart v. Mackean, 3 W. R. 216, 689. I 
think it impossible to say in this case that it was the same 
contract. In the letters the original contract between the 
plaintiffs and Carr and Forrest, and to which the defendant 
was a party, was represented to be the ordinary contract of 
purchase and payment by three instalments, of course equal 
instalments, at fixed periods of 3, 6, aud 9 months from 
the date of the plaintiffs’ letter. The agreement of the 6th of 
February, under which the goods were delivered, was not a con- 
tract of purchase in the ordinary acceptation of the term, 
either in name or in substance. 

It perhaps neither passed nor was intended to pass any 
property in the furniture until the purchase money was fully 
paid. But certainly a very material condition was annexed 
to the delivery which was not contemplated by the original 
contract. Again, both the times of payment and the amount of 
the instalments in the agreement vary from those in the 
original contract; and the result of the subsequent arrange- 
ments on this pointis, that the first instalment was for one 
half of the purchase-money, and the principals had a longer 
time given to them for payment of the purchase-money than 
the surety bargained for. See Rees v. Berrington, 2 Ves, 252. 
In some points of view the substituted agreement certainly 
appears to be more beneficial to the surety than the original 
contract was, but this can make no difference. The law says 


that the surety alone has the right to determine whether it is 
or is not for his benefit. See Samuell v. Howarth, 3 Mer. 279. 
I must, therefore, hold the defendant discharged from his 
guarantee, and I direct the verdict to be entered for him with 
costs, : 












APPOINTMENTS. 


Dr. James Parker Deane, Q.C., the new Admiralty 
Advocate, has been appointed by the Bishop of Salisbury, 
Chancellor of that diocese, in the room of the Right 
Hon, Sir Robert Joseph Phillimore, D.C.L., Dean of the 
Arches Court of Canterbury, resigned. 


Mr. W. B. Brett, the new Solicitor-General, has been 
re-elected M.P, for Helston, without opposition, the other 
candidates having retired from the contest. One of his 
opponents was Mr. Rogers, a local solicitor. 


Mr. A. T. SquareEy, of Liverpool, the recently appointed 
solicitor to the Mersey Dock Board, has been eleeted secre- 
tary to the committee appointed by the Liverpool Chamber 
of Commerce, at a special general meeting held on the 
29th January, to consider the subject of the bankruptcy 
and other laws bearing on commercial credit and morality. 


Mr. Josiah Merriman (Merriman & Buckland, of Cannon- 
House, Queen-street, Cheapside), has been appointed solici- 
tor tothe Hercules Fire, Life. and Marine Insurance Com- 
pany (Limited), 


Mr. Witt1am Hammonp, of 8, Furnival’s-inn, and 
Finchley, has been appointed a London Commissioner to 
Administer Oaths in Chancery and in all the Common Law 
courts, and a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the Ac- 
knowledgments of Deeds executed by Married Women in and 
jor the county of Middlesex. 


Mr. Epwin Cross, of Ely, Cambs, has been appointed a 
Commissioner to Administer Oaths in Chancery,and in all the 
Common Law Courts, and a l’erpetual Commissioner for taking 
the Acknowledgments of Deeds executed by Married Women 
in and for the county of Cambridge. 


Mt. Srernen Woopnrinae, of New Brentford, has been 


appointed a London Commissioner to Administer Qaths in 
Chancery. 

Mr. Joun Ricnarp Lampert WALMISLEY, of Victor, 
street, Westminster, has been appointed a Perpetnal Com. 
missioner for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds Exe. 
cuted by Married women, in and for the county of Middlesey 
also in and for the city and liberties of Westminstey 
and the city of London. ’ 


Mr. Huserr Smiru, of Bridgnorth, Salop, has been g 
pointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the Acknowledc. 
ments of Deeds Executed by Married Womenin and for the 
county of Salop. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE, 


County Court Practice. 

Sir,—-One point seems to have been lost sight of in the 
discussion as to probable changes in the Bar arrangements 
consequent upon their attendance in the county courts :— 
1. Are they to be at liberty to take briefs with a 
acting as their juniors, assuming the judge makes no objec. 
tion to such a proceeding ?—this, perhaps, is not y 
likely to be the case, but the point ought to be considered, 
2. The case of defendants severing in their defences ; in 
this instance it is difficult to see who could object ; but at 
the same time it is a practice so open to open to abuse that 
I think it ought to be discussed and something like 9 
principle laid down as to the extent to which it may be 
carried, ‘TRIRESIAS. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION, 


os 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

Feb. 13.—A bill by the Lord Chancellor, to amend the 
law relating to Promissory Oaths, was read a first time, 

The Marquis of Clanricarde gave notice of his intention te 
introduce 4 bill relating to Land Tenures in Ireland. 

Feb. 17.—A Bill by the Bishop of Oxford, to amend the 
Consecration of Church-yards Act, 1867, was read a first time. 

Feb.- 18.—The Lord Chancellor's Promissory Oaths Bill 
was read a first time. 

Feb. 20,—The Habeas Corpus Suspension (Ireland) Act 
Continuance will be read a first time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Feb. 13.—Mr, Baxter gave notice that on the 28th inst. he 
should call attention to the dissatisfaction which now existed 
with regard to the administration of justice in the Supreme 
Civil Courts of Scotland. 

The Bribery Bill—The Chancellor of the Exchequer 


introduced his bill for amending the laws relating to 
election petitions and providing more effectually for the 
prevention of corrupt practices at Parliamentary elec- 
tions. He reminded the House that the select committee 
on the bill of last session had insisted that the transfer 
of the jurisdiction in these matters from the House itself 
to some vuther tribunal should be complete. They f10- 
posed that the petitioner should in the first instance present 
his petition to the Court of Queen’s Bench, that the recogni- 
zances should be completed in that court, and that it should 
be in the power of the Court to direct one of the Judges of 
the superior courts to visit the locality and there investigate 
the allegations of the petition. In fact, all the forms of an 
action at law or a criminal prosecution would by their re- 
commendations be observed, except that there would be a 
judge without a jury. Moreover, the committee came to very 
stringent resolutions, one of them being that any member or 
candidate personally convicted of bribery should be disqualified 
from sitting for seven years ; that if he repeated the offence he 
should be disqualified for life, and that any other person £0 
convicted should be disqualified from sitting in Parliament for 
seven years, and also from holding the office of justice of the 
peace or any branch of municipal magistracy. ‘There were 
many other resolutions which the Select Commilttes 
arrived at, such as retaining a portion of the Act 
passed some years ago for the institution of local investigations 
by special commissions on addresses from both Houses of 
Parliament. The Government had resolved on introducing ® 








Bill in strict conformity with the recommendations of the 
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Select Committee, but had been embarrassed and disappointed 
at receiving from the judges an unqualified disapproval of the 

measure. Under these circumstances, the Govern- 
ment proposed that the House should create a new tribunal 
for the trial of election petitions, consisting of three members, 
with salaries of £2,000 a year apiece, to whom also would be 
referred all appeals from the revising barristers. 

Mr. Knatchbull Hugessen believed that bribery could not 
be suppressed unless the constituencies were charged with the 
legitimate expenses of the elections, He deprecated the 
transfer of jurisdiction from the House to the judges, and 
pointed out that the Bill could not put a stop to the trafficking 
in election petitions. 

S. F. Goldsmid regretted that the Bill contained no provi- 
sion for giving the seat to a defeated candidate, who had, on 
petition, proved bribery against his opponent without counter- 
proof against himself, and who, though defeated, had been 
supported by a substantial portion of the electors. 

Mr. Whitbread, a member of the committee of last ses- 
sion, objected to the tribunal now proposed, and maintained 
that the reference to the judges, recommended by that com- 
mittee, was the proper course. 

Sir R. Collier thought that if the House parted with its 
jurisdiction over election petitions, it should be only to the 
first tribunal in the land. 

Mr. Russell Gurney was of the same opinion. 

Mr, Sandford deprecated any transfer of jurisdiction. He 
recommended the appointment of election assessors, and 
thought that the only way tosuppress bribery was by throw- 
ing the expense of inquiries on the constituencies, and thus 
rendering it their interest to suppress it. As long as bribery 
was practised atmunicipal elections it couldnot be put down 
at Parliamentary ones. 

Mr. Lowe was disposed to resent the intimation stated to 
have proceeded from the judges, they being but a body of 
public servants, The tribunal now proposed was most un- 
satisfactory, and he strongly recommended the transfer to 
the judges, incrementing their number if necessary. 

Lord Cranborne thought the judges had made a patriotic 
protest, and objected to their having to run the risk of sus- 
picion by presiding at election inquiries, 

Sir Roundell Palmer thought that risk had been ex- 
aggerated, but that the judges had merely done their duty 
in stating their views. He pointed out practical incon- 
veniences which would arise from the employment of the 

judges. Four or five new judges would be required to get 
through this business in proper time after a general elec- 
tion, and what would they be doing during other years? 
He thought the present election tribunals did very well: 
It was true, as had been observed, that they were rather 
overweighted by the Bar, but there was he thought high 
confidence in them. 

Mr. Henley thought that if the House ever parted with 
its jurisdiction in this matter, it would soon find itself 
handed over to the House of Lords, 

Mr. Ayrton thought they were much indebted to the 
judges : he defended the present system, and at any rate 
pent to any transfer to a second or third-rate tri- 

anal. 

Mr. Gladstone advocated a transfer of jurisdiction and 
local inquiries ; without giving any final opinion, he thought 
the question was whether the House should transfer the juris- 
diction to the highest legal authority, or retain it themselves. 

Mr. Bright thought the case was not ‘ desperate ” enough 
to call for a transfer of the jurisdiction to any other tribunal. 
He would rather trust to the enlargement of constituencies, 
the abolition of the smallest ones, and the ballot. 

Several other members spoke on the subject ; the Bill was 
a first time and the second reading tixed for Thursday, 

eb, 27. 

Feb. 14.— Zhe Compound Houscholder.—Myr. Sandford asked 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether the Government 
intended to bring forward any measure to relieve tke com- 
pound householders from the personal payment of rates, 
to which they had been made liable by the repeal of the 
Small Tenements Act. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer inferred that the ques- 
tion was limited to ratepayers dwelling in parliamentary 
boroughs, and reminded the hon. member that in parlia- 
mentary boroughs there are no compound householders. So 
far as the compound householders were concerned, the late 
Act only came into operation on the 29th of September, and, 
generally speaking, he believed that in the interim only one 
tate had been levied throughout the country; and her 








Majesty’s Government would hardly think it seemly, as the 
result of so limited an experience, to impugn an alteration 
unanimously acceded to by the House of Commons. 

The New Courts of Justice—Mr, Bentinck asked the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether an architect for the new 
Courts of Justice had been appointed, and if not what was the 
present state of the question. 

Sir G. Bowyer desired, beforethe hon. gentleman answered the 
question, to be permitted to ask another. He had been in- 
formed that the Commission of Judicature had had under con- 
sideration a proposal laid before them by Lord Justice Cairns, 
the effect of which would be to abolish all courts of law in 
London save Courts of Appeal, and to confine the Courts of 
First Instance to the country. He wanted to know whether 
her Majesty’s Government had that memorandum under 
their consideration, because if the recommendation of Lord 
Cairns were adopted so large a building as that now projected 
would not benecessary. 

Mr. Hunt said, with regard to the first question, no architect 
had been appointed at present, a communication had been 
made by the Treasury to the Commissioners, aud they re- 
plied that the opinion of the Attorney-General ought to be 
taken as the legal effect of the decision of the judges of de- 
signs. The Treasury had adopted that suggestion, and a case 
had been prepared for the opinion of the Attorney-General, 
With regard to the second question, the Commission was a 
Royal Commission; they had not yet finished their report, and 
the Government, therfore, had not yet taken the report into 
consideration. 

The Public Schools Bill was read a second time, after a 
lengthy debate. 

A Bill by the Earl of Mayo, to renew for a limited period 
the Habeas Corpus Suspension (Ireland) Act, was read a 
first time, 

Feb. 17,—County Financial Boards——Mr. Wyld gave 
notice that on Tuesday, March 3, he would ask leave to 
bring in a Bill for the establishment of County Financial 
Boards. 

Reform Bill for Ireland.—The Earl of Mayo gave notice 
that on Monday, the 9th of March, he would ask leave to 
introduce a Bill to amend the representation of the people 
in Ireland. 

Compound Householders.—In reply to Mr. E. Hamilton’ 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said that no representa- 
tion had been made to him of hardship and distress having 
been occasioned by the abolition of the composition of rates 
under the late Reform Act. New and extensive arrange- 
ments had been made in contemplation of the operation 
of the Act, and consequently the introduction of a measure 
by the Government would be precipitate and perhaps very 
injurious. 

Enclosure of Commons in Scotland—The Lerd-Advocate 
in reply to Mr. Nicol, believed it would be impossible to ex- 
tend the jurisdiction of tle Enclosure Commissioners to Scot- 
land. An Act of the Scotch Parliament of 1695, on the 
partition of lands held in common had been in extensive opera- 
tion. He would look into this Act, and if he found that any 
improvements were required, he would introduce them ia the 
Bill for amending the procedure of the Court of Session, 
or would make them the subject of a separate measure. 

The Habeas Corpus Suspension (Ireland) Act Continuance 
Bill was read a second time, 

The Scotch Reform Bill was read a first time. 

Feb. 18.— Private Bill Legislation—Mr. Dodson moved a 
series of amendments of the Standing Orders, the general 
effect being to extend the jurisdiction of the Referees’ Court, 
to assimilate the practice of Committees and the Referees’ 
Courts to enable the Board of Trade to give powers to 
railway and other companies for which they are now obliged 
to come to Parliament, to limit the right of opposition to 
private Bills merely on the ground of competition, and to 
relieve Committees of the function of inquiring into the 
financial position of promoters of private Bills. 

Mr. Cave, for the Government, did not oppose ; Lord 
Hotham, for the Standing Orders Committee, asked for delay, 
and further discussion was adjourned. 

On the motion of Lord Enfield it was agreed that the 
committee appointed last session to inquire and take evi- 
dence as to the law and practice relating to the summon- 
ing, attendance, and remuneration of special and common 
juries, and to report to the House as to any alterations 
which ought to be made therein, should be appointed, 

The following Bills were introduced :— 
The County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction Bill, 
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The Judgments Extension Bill, to render judgments, &c., 
obtained in certain courts in England, Scotland, and Ire- 
land respectively, effectual in other parts of the United 
Kingdom. 

Feb. 19.—The Life Policies Nomination Bill and Com- 
pulsory Church-rates Abolition Bill were read a second 
time, 

The Habeas Corpus Act (Ireland) Bill was read a second 
time and passed, 

Feb. 2U.—Mr. Hardy introduced a billto carry out capi- 
tal punishment within prisons. 

Mr. T, Hughes reintroduced his Sunday Trading Bill of 
last session. 

Mr. Cave introduced the Railway Extension Bill, propos- 
ing to re-enact the Act of 1847, 11 Vic. c. 3, under which 
any railway companies were empowered to apply to the 
Board of Trade within two months after the passing of the 
Act for an extension of time to complete their works of not 
more than two years. 





THE BRIBERY BILL. 


The following letter has been addressed by the Lord Chief 
Justice of England tothe Lord Chancellor :— 


Court of Queen's Bench, Feb. 6, 1868. 

My Lorp,—I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt 
of your Lordship's note of the 31st. ult. calling my atten- 
tion to the Bill “for amending the law relating to election 
petitions, and providing more effectually for the prevention 
of corrupt practices at Parliamentary elections,” now pend- 
ing in the House of Commons, and requesting me to consult 
the Judges as to “ the best mode of providing assistance for 
the event of a general election, and the influx of petitions 
which always follows.” 

Since the receipt of your Lordship's communication, I have 
procured a copy of the Bill, and find that, according to its 
provisiors, election petitions are in futuré.to be presented in 
the Court of Queen’s Bencl, and having been so presented, 
are to be tricd by one of the Judges of the Superior Courts, 
without a jury, in the borough or county, as the case may be, 
to which the petition relates. 

Tn conformity with your Lordship’s wishes, I have con- 
sulted the judges, and I am charged by them, one and all, to 
convey to you their strong aud unanimous feeling of insuper- 
able repugnance to huving these new and objectionable duties 
thrust upon them. 

We are unanimously of opinion that the inevitable con- 
eequence of putting judges to try election petitions will be to 
lower and degrade the judicial office, and to destroy, or at all 
events materially impair, the confidence of the public in the 
thorough impartiality and inflexible integrity of the judges, 
when in the course of their ordinary duties, political mat- 
ters come incidentally before them. ‘This confidence, which 
does so much to maintain the respect for the administration of 
justice, and to uphold the salutary influence of its ministers, 
has in great measure arisen from the judges being in no way 
mixed up with political matters, except when, as was just ob- 
served, such matters are unavoidably involved in ordinary 
trials. This confidence will speedily be destroyed, if, after the 
heat and excitement of a contested election, a judge is to 
proceed to the scene of recent conflict, while men’s passions 
are still roused, and in the midst of eager and violent par- 
tisans, is to go into all the details of electioneering practices, 
and to decide on questions of general or individual corrup- 
tion, not unfrequently supported or resisted by evidence of 
the most questionable character. ‘The decision of the judge 
given under such circumstances will too often fail to secure 
the respect which judicial decisions command on other occa- 
sions, Angry and excited partisans will not be unlikely to 
question the motives which have led to the judgment. ‘Their 
sentiments may be echoed by the press. Such is the in- 
fluence of party conflict, that it is apt to inspire distrust and 
dislike of whatever interferes with party objects and party 
triumphs, Can it be expected that, if brought into contact 
with these strong prejudices and passions, the judicial office 
will not suffer in the public esteem ? that its dignity will 
not be lowered, and the veneration which has hitherto at- 
ached to it be materially diminished ? Would it bo worth 
while to iucur the danger of such a result for the sake of creat- 
ing a more efiicient tribunal for the trial of election petitions, 
when this end can doubtless be attained by less objectionable 

means ? 

In the next place, it is to be observed that the functions 








Pee —— aia 
beyond the scope of the duties which, on accepting the officg 
of judges, we took on ourselves to fulfil. We are at a loss to 
seo how Parliament can, with justice or propriety, impose on ug. 
Jabours wholly beyond the sphere of our constitutional duties, 
and which noone ever contemplated the possibility of our being 
called upon to perform. 

1 have further to point out that we are thoroughly satisfied 
that the proposed scheme is impracticable and that the perform. 
ance by the judges of the onerous duties which this Bill pro- 
poses to cast on themis neither more nor less than a sheer impos. 
sibility. The first business of the judges is to perform those 
duties which by their oath of office they have bound themselves 
to discharge—namely, in their respective courts or their on cir. 
cuits to administer justice between the Crown and the sub- 
ject, or between subject and subject. While this all-import. 
ant duty remains to be done, the judges can postpone itto no 
other. The time of the judges is known to be more than fully 
occupied. Attention has been of late directed towards devising 
means for relieving them from a portion of their labours, so as 
to enable them, without the addition of more judges, to per. 
form their more important duties without the delays which the 
accumulations of unavoidable arrears entails upon the suitors, 
Whether even this wilibe accomplished remains extremely 
doubtful. Can it be wise, under such circumstances, to 
scatter the judges over the country to try election petitions ? 

We would venture to ask which Court is to be suspended in. 
order to furnish judges even for occasional petitions, to say: 
nothing of the trial of petitions after a general election, when,, 
if any material portion of the work of trying petitions is to be: 
done by the judges, Westminster-hall would have to be shut; 
up altogether ? Assuming even that a judge or two could be 
spared in tert time, which, however, could not be done with- 
out exceeding inconvenience, what isto be done after term ? 
Are the sittings in Error, or the post-terminal sittings of the 
different Courts, to be suspended, or the Wisi Prius trials to be 
putoff? And what as regards the circuits ? Is a judge to set 
aside her Majesty's commission and leave the gaols undelivered 
and causes untried, while he is occupied in investigating the un- 
clean doings of acorrupt borough ? Your J.ordship knows, 
from professional experience, as I do, the length of time the 
trial of an election petition, particularly if it involves a scrutiny, 
very often takes ; and I perceive it is not only on questions af- 
fecting the seat of A. or B, that the judges are to be required to 
adjudicate, but where petitions allege general corruption the 
judges are equally to be called into requisition. We know, by 
recent experience, tie length of time which theso inquiries fre- 
quently occupy ; sothat if the judges are to be engaged on 
them they will inevitably be withdrawn from their proper 
duties for considerable periods ata time. How can this pos- 
sibly be consistent with theinterest of the suitors or of the 
public ? 

We entertain no doubt that the framers of the measure have: 
had no other than the praiseworthy object of providing for the 
trial of election petitions a tribunal which shall command gon- 
eral confidence ; but we cannot but think that they must have: 
overlooked the important considerations to which we have ad- 
verted. We trust it is not too late to call attention to them 
now, 

Your Lordship suggests that assistance should be obtained 
after n general election, But if this be contemplated as the 
proper course on such an occasion, why have recourse to the 
judges at all ? Why not employ those who would be resorted 
to on such au occasions, on all others ? ‘The only quarter in 
which assistance could properly be sought will probably have 
already suggested itself to your own mind. Every one knows 
that, owing tothe accidents which determine professional suc- 
cess and business at the Bar, there are always a certain num- 
ber of counsel whose business is not proportioned to their known 
abilities and learning, and whose sound judgment and 
judicial aptitude are recognised by the references which are 
frequently submitted to them as arbitrators. Many of these 
would provably be willing to undertake the employment in 
question, and it might safely and conveniently he intrusted 
to them, while to put such duties on the judges would be a 
most fatal mistake. E 

I will not longer detain your Lordship, I have only, in 
conclusion, to protest, in the name of all the judges and my 
own, most earnestly and emphatically, against the proposed 
scheme, as one which, besides being unconstitutional and un- 
just towards the judges, is calculated to degrade the character 
of the Bench, to impair the confidence and esteem now happily 
entertained for the judges, as well as their influence and 





which the judges are called upon to discharge are altogether 





utility, and most seriously to interfere with the administration 
of justicr, ; 
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——— 
We trust to your Lordship to convey our sentiments to the 
Government, and, if necessary, to the Legislature ; and we 
we may confidently rely on your influence, as the head 
of the profession, to protect us, if possible, against this, in 
every respect, most objectionable measure, 
Ihave, &c., A. E. Cocksurn. 
The Right Hon. the Lord Chancellor, &c. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


AMERICA, 
Supreme Court oF MICHIGAN. 
The Western Union Telegraph Co. v. Carew. 

Telegraph panies, in the ab of any special statutory 

vision, are not common carriers, and their obligations and 
Frpilties are not to be measured by the same rules, but must 
te fixed by considerations growing out of the nature of the 
business in. Which they are engaged. They do not become in- 
mrers against erfors in the transmission of messages, except 
wo far as by their rules and regulations, or by contract, they 
choose to assume that position. 

Where a person wrote a message under a printed notice, 
requesting the company to send such message according to the 
conditions of such notice, 

Held, that the printed blank was a general proposition to all 

of the terms and conditions upon which messages would 
besent, and that by writing said message and delivering it to the 
company, the party must be held as accepting the proposition, 
and that such act becomes a contract upon those terms and con- 
ditions. 

Where a telegraph company established regulations to the 
effect that it would not be responsible for errors or delay in 
the transmission of unrepeated messages, and further, that it 
would assume no liability jor any error or neglect committed by 
any other company over whose lines a message might be sent in 
the course of its destination, 

Held, that such regulations were reasonable and binding on 
those dealing with the company. 

Error to Wayne Circuit. 

This was an action of assumpit brought by defendant in 
error, to recover damages for the failure on the part of plain- 
tiff in error to transmit correctly a certain telegraph message 
from Detroit to Baltimore. ‘The message was to request that 
fort hcases of goods might be ferwarded. The charges were 
paid to Baltimore, though plaintiff in error’s lines only ex- 
ended to Philadelphia. ‘The message was correctly sent to 
Philadelphia, and delivered there to the agent of the Baltimore 
line. ‘The error occurred between that point and Baltimore. 

On the face of the paper upon which the message was writ- 
ten was printed the following, immediately above the written 
message :— 

“WestERN Union TeLeGRapH Co.—ComMERCIAL MEssace. 
**See condition on back. 

“Write plainly. Give full address. Use no abreviations or 
figures, Send the following message, without repeating, sub- 
ject to above conditions and agreement endorsed on back.” 

On the back of the same paper, in full and clear type, was 
printed the following :— ; 

** WESTERN Unton TELEGRAPH CoMPANY. 
“ Conditions. 

“In order to guard against and correct as much as possible 
some of the errors arising from atmospheric and other causes 
appertaining to telegrapby, every important message should be 
repeated by being sent back from the station at which it is re- 
ceived to the station from which it is originally sent. Half the 
usual price will be charged for repeating the message. And 
while this company in good faith will endeavour to send mes- 
sages correctly and promptly, it will not be responsible for errors 
or delays in the transmission or delivery, nor for the non-de- 
livery of repeated messages beyond two hundred times the 
sum paid for sending the message, unless a special agree- 
ment for insurance be made in writing, and the amount of risk 
specified on this agreement, and paid at the time of sending the 
message, Nor will the company be responsible for any error 
or delay in the transmission or delivery or for the non-delivery 
of any unrepcated message beyond the amount paid for sending 
the same, unless in like manner specially insured, and amount 
‘of risk stated theron and paid for at the time. No liability is 





* assumed for error in cipher or obscure messages. Nor is any 


liability assumed by this company for any error or neglect of 
any other company over whose lines this message may be sent 
‘to reach its destination, And thig company is hereby made the 





agent of the sender of this message to forward it over the lines 
extending beyond those of this company.” 

‘“* No agent or employee is allowed to vary these terms, or to 
make any other or verbal agreement, nor any promise as to the 
time of performance ; and no one bnt a superintendent is 
authorized to make aspecial agreement. These terms apply 
through the whole course of this message, on all lines by which 
it may be transmitted.” 

The plaintiff below testified—and there was no evidence to 
the contrary—that he never read the above conditions, nor had 
his attention called to them ; that he was not informed, nor did 
he know that the message passed over the line of any other 
company on its way to Baltimore, or that it was necessary to 
repeat the message in order to hold the company responsible 
for mistakes. 

The line of this company extended only to Philadelphia. 
The message was correctly transmitted to that point, and there: 


correctly delivered to the agent of the line from Philadelphia: 


to Baltimore. But when received at Baltimore the message: 
read “ four cases,” instead of “ forty,’ and accordingly four 
cases only were forwarded. The action was brought to re- 
cover the damages resulting from this error. 

The Court charged the jury : 

1. That the plaintiff was not bound by the conditions on the 
back of the despatch unless his attention was called to them. 

2. That it was immaterial on which line the error occurred ; 
the defendant having received the pay for the proper transmis- 
sion of the despatch from Detroit to Baltimore. 

3. ‘That if the plaintiffs attention was not called to the neces- 
sity of repeating the message in order to secure its correct de- 
livery, he was not bound so to do to entitle him to recover. 

To each of these charges exception was taken; and the 
Court was requested, but refused, to charge directly the con- 
trary ; and that there was a fatal variance between the contract 
declared upon and that proved (the declaration being upon an 
absolute undertaking to send to and deliver the message at 
Baltimore). 

Judgment for plaintiff below. 

The defendant appealed. : 

The opinion of the Court now was delivered by 

CuRIsTIANcy, J. (after stating the facts).—If the printed re- 
quest on the face of the paper to “ send the message without 
repeating, subject to above conditions and agreement on back,” 
together with the terms and conditions referred to, constituted or 
governed the contract for transmission, then the entire charge 
of the Court was wrong, and the plaintiff below had no right 
to recover. 

The competency of the parties to enter into such a contract is 
not denied, but it is insisted that telegraph companies are com- 
mon carriers; that carriers cannot limit their common law 
liability by a mere notice, because the other party has the right 
to insist upon having his goods carried by them, subject to 
their common law liability, notwithstanding the notice ; that 
the parties employing them are not bound to pay any attention to 
such notice ; and to exempt the carrier from such liability it 
must be shown, not only that the notice was brought home to 
the party dealing with him, but that he actually assented to the 
terms. 

We do not deem it necessary to discuss the case upon this 
theory. Our opinion upon its applicatiou to carriers will be 
expressed in the several cases of the Michigan Southern and 
Northern Indiana Railroad Co., now before us. We are all 
agreed that telegraph companies, in the absence of any pro- 
vision of statute imposing such liabilities, are not common 
carriers, and that their obligations and liabilities are not to 
be measured by the same rules ; that they do not become in- 
surers against all errors in the transmission or delivery of 
messages, except so far as by their rules and regulations, or 
by contract or otherwise, they choose to assume that position, 
or hold themselves out as such to the public, or to those who 
employ them. The statute of this state authoriziag such com- 

anies, and, to some extent, prescribing their duties and 
iabilities, imposes no such liability : Comp. L. Ch, 70. 

Impartiality and good faith are the chief, if not the only, 
obligations required by the statute, so far as relates to the 
question here involved. Beyond these statute requirements, 
their obligations must be fixed by considerations growing out 
of the nature of the business in which they are engaged, the 
character of the particular transaction which may arise in the 
course of their business, and the application of the principles 
of justice and public policy recognised alike by common sense 
andthe common law. The statutes of the other states in re- 
ference to this branch of business are in the main substantially 
like our own, 
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Telegraph companies, like common carriers, it is true, exer- 
cise a public employment, and the former are bound to send 
messages for those who apply and are ready to pay the usual or 
settled charges, as the latter are bound to transport goods for 
those who seek their services upon similar terms ; and doubt- 
less the same rules for securing impartiality would apply to 
both, except as modified by statute : see section 15 of chapter 
70, above cited. But beyond this, as relates to the actual 
transportation of goods in the one case, and the transmission 
of ideas in the other, there is, in the nature of things and 
the different means and agencies employed, but very 
little substantial resemblance ; and any analogy must 
be more fanciful than real, and likely to lead to error 
and injustice. This is not a case which calls upon us for lay- 
ing own the rules, which must be held to govern asto the de- 
gree of skill, care, and diligence to be required in the transmi<- 
sion of messages. But, doubtless, tho use of good apparatus 
and instruments would be required, and reasonable skill, and 
a high—perhaps the very highest—degree of care and diligence 
in their operation, And when an error has occurred in the 
transmission of a message, it may be found that they ought 
to beheld prima facie guilty of negligence, the onus of proof 
resting upon them to show diligence, the means for doing this 
being peculiarly within their knowledge and power. 

But it would be extremely unjust, and, considering the small 
amount of compensation for sending a message, would effectu- 
ally put an end tothis method of correspondence, to hold them 
absolutely liable as insurers for the entire correctness of all 
messages transmitted, or to hold them responsible for all da- 
mages which might accrue from an error, especially when only 
a single transmission without repeating, is relied upon or paid 
for ; or, to deny them all power by rules, regulations, or 
notices to limit their liability even in the case of repeated 
messages. And it would be equally unreasonable to require 
them to repeat a message when they are paid only for a sin- 
gle transmission, 

And while, in settled weather, or when the normal condition 
or operation of the electrical currents is not affected by any 
temporary or local disturbance, a single transmission by a 
skilful operator may be relied upon, as a general rule, and for 
matters of comparatively small importance, yet it must be wel: 
known to most men (if not to all who have such a degree of 
intelligence as to be likely to resort to this mode of correspon- 
dence) that the electrical state of tlie atmosphere is liable to 
sudden and violent changes, extending over areas of greater 
or less extent, which cannot be foreseen or guarded against, 
and which materially affect the currents transmitted from a 
battery along the wires, and for atime render the operation of 
the instruments uncertain and unreliable ; that these disturb- 
ances often affect distant portions of the line or of a connecting 
line, while their influence may be scarcely felt or not felt at 
all at the station from which a message is sent, and that there- 
fore to insure entire and uniform correctness, the only safe 
method is to have the message verified by repeating it back to 
the station from which it was sent. 

The regulation therefore of most if not all telegraph com- 
panies operating extensive lines, allowing messages to be sent 
by single transmission for a lower rate of charge, and requir- 
ing a larger compensation when repeated, must be considered as 
highly reasonable, giving to their customers the option of either 
mode, according to the importance of the message, or any other 
circumstance which may effect the question. 

And as the compensation ought always to bein proportion to 
the risk assumed, the provision in these regulations in reference 
to insurance must be regarded also as just and reasonable, 

As the statute of this state (and of the other states, so far as we 
have examined them) requires them tu receive despatches from 
and for other telegraph lines, and to transmit, &c., it is but 
reasonable, when the same message is to pass over the lines of 
more than one company, that each should he responsible only 
for the errors occurring on itsownline ; and the receipts of 
the money by the company first tranemitting the message, as 
the agent of other lines, is much more for the convenience of the 
person sending the message than for that of the company. 

Such being the reasonable and settled rules, regulations, and 
usage of this company, it was, we think, for the plaintiff, before 
sending his message, to acquaint himself with those rules, regu- 
lations, and usages, and the terms upon which messages would 
be sent. And in the absence of any special inquiry by him 
upon the subject, the natural inference would seem to be, either 
that he already knew and assented to such rules, regulations, 
or usages, or that he intended to assent to them whatever they 
might be, 


formation upon these matters, in an authentic and reliable form 
which could not so well be done verbally by special explanations 
to each applicant, this company has very properly printed their 
rules and regulations upon the very paper upon which each 
message is to be written; and upon the very face of the Paper 
immediately preceding the blank space on which the Message 
ts written, is the printed request to send the message “ subjert 
to above conditions and agreement endorsed on back,” ‘The 
signature of the message becomes also an adoption of, and sig. 
nature to, this request. The party sending the message fills 
up and signs the printed blanks ; and in form, at least, it ig ay 
much his contract as if he had written the whole printed gon. 
ditions or a contract in which they were inserted with his own 
hand. 

The printed matter on the face of the paper could hardly 
escape the attention of any one not naturally or purposely blind 
who should write a message upon the paper. He must at least 
know that there is some printed matter on the face of the paper, 
and he must be held to know that it has been placed there for 
some purpose connected with the message. It is therefore no 
excuse for him to say he did not read this printed matter be. 
fore his eyes. It was gross carelessness on his part if he did 
not. 

This printed blank, before the message was written uponit, 
was a general proposition to all persons of the terms and con. 
ditions upon which messages would be sent. By writing the, 
message under it, signing and delivering it for transmission 
the plaintiff below accepted the proposition, and it became a 
contract upon those terms and conditions : Breese v. United 
States Telegraph Co., 45 Barb. 274, a parallel case, in all 
material respects, with the reasoning of which we are fully 
satisfied. See also Lewis v. Great Western Railway Co.,5 
H. & N. 867; Bryant v. Telegraph Co., 1 Daley 578; 
McAndrews v, Telegraph Co., 33 Eng. L. & Eq. 180. 

The conditions on the back of the message, it is true, did not 
state where the line of this company terminated, nor what 
other line the message must pass over. But the reference to 
the terms of sending over other lines was suffivient, if the plain- 
tiff deemed it of any importance to him, to put him upon in. 
quiry, when the fact would ‘at once have been ascertained. 

The contract, which the evidence tended to show, was fora 
single transmission by the company over its own line without 
repetition, and for delivering the message as the agent of the 
plaintiff to the next line in its course to Baltimore ; a contract 
which the evidence tended to show had been fully complied with. 
The contract, therefore, was essentially different from that 
declared upon. The charge was erroneous upon all the 
points stated in the record. 

The judgment must be reversed, with costs, and a new trial 
awarded. 

CAMPBELL and CooLey, JJ., concurred. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the Law Institution, on Tuesday last, the following 
question was discussed :—‘‘ A testator gave all his property 
to his wife for life and directed her to pay her debts, and 
at her decease to make such a distribution of his re- 
maining property among his children as might seem 
just and equitable, according to her discretion. Can the 
wife exercise the power given her by deed without power 
of revocation? Freeland vy. Pearson, 15 W. R. 419; Reid 
v. Reid, 25 Beav. 469; Mortlock’s Trusts, 3 K. & J, 456; 
Tomlinson v. Dighton, 1 P. Wms, 149, 

The debate was opened by Mr. S. Wolf (by deputy) in 
the affirmative, but on a division the question was carried 
in the negative by a majority of five, 








OBITUARY. 


MR. JUSTICE SHEE. 
It is with the most unfeigned regret that we announce the 
decease of Mr. Justice Shee, which took place a few minutes 
after 8 o’clock on the morning of the 19th inst., at his resi- 
dence in Sussex-place, Hyde Park Gardens. It is not easy to 
say of what particular malady he died, but there is too much 


atmosphere of the court in which he has been presiding. On 
the 7thinst. he discharged his duties as one of the justices 





But to give to all who should wish to send messages full in- 





of the Queen’s Bench, and delivered judgment in an impor- 
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tant case. He had been complaining a little previously, but 
on the following day he was taken seriously ill, He, 
however, on Monday rallied a little, but on Tuesday he became 
worseand his strength gradually ebbed, notwithstanding his 
yobust constitution. Mr. Justice Shee was the eldest son 
of Joseph Shee, Esq., of Thomastown, County Kilkenny, and 
Belmont Lodge, South Lambeth, who was a London mer- 
chant, by the daughter of John Darrell, Esq., of Scotney 
Castle, an old Kent Roman Catholic family. He was born 
at Finchley in 1804. Being a Roman Catholic, he was edu- 
cated at Ushaw College, and at Durham and Edinburgh. He 
married, in 1887, Mary, daughter of Sir James Gordon Bart., 
of Gordonstown, the Premier Baronet of Scotland. It is under- 
stood that Sir William Shee was a near relative of the late 
Cardinal Wiseman. He was called to the Bar at Lincoln’s- 
inn, in June, 1828, and joined the Home Circuit, of which 
he became the most popular leader of any of the many distin- 
guished men which that Circuit produced. Whilst a junior 
he earned a high reputation for diligence. His speeches 
in the great Angel case are within the recollection of most 
of our readers, as well as those which he delivered in the 
Hudson v. Slade case, in the Bewick case, in Palmer and 
Roupel’s cases and though last, not least in the Seymour -v. 
Butterworth case. He became a Serjeant in 1840, received a 
Patent of Precedence in 1845, and was made Queen’s Serjeant 
in1850. Hebecame a justice of the Queen’s Bench in 1864. His 
reputation as a lawyer was proved by the publication of several 
editions of Lord Tenterden’s book on Shipping, the eleventh 
edition of which he brought out at the close of last year; as 
well as by his edition in 1861 of “ Marshall on Maritime In- 
surance.” He was M.P. for the county of Kilkenny from 
1852 to 1857; he subsequently, at the general election in 
that year, contested that county again, but was defeated. In 
1847 he unsuccessfully contested the borough of Marylebone, 
and in 1863 stood for Stoke-upon-‘Trent with the like result. 
In politics he was a Liberal, and was the first Roman Catholic 
raised to the English bench since the Reformation. 

There never lived a more painstaking, conscientious, and 
upright judge. He was most gentle, generous, and kind, 
even to the youngest member of the profession, both at 
the bar and on the bench. He was entirely devoid of 
bigotry, a most eloquent advocate, an honest man, an up- 
right judge, and a truly Christian gentleman, 


JAMES ANDERTON, ESQ. 

The death of this venerable and much respected member 
of the profession took place on the 28rd ultimo, at his re- 
sidence, Cypress House, Dulwieh, near London. 

The deceased gentleman was a native of Lincolnshire, and 
had nearly attained his 85th year. Throughout his long 
and active life he had enjoyed remarkably vigorous health 
and strength, which succumbed to the enervating effects of 
age, only a very short period before his death. As an in- 
stance of his prolonged physical powers, it may be men- 
tioned that in his 80th year he participated in the fatigues 
of one of the Ester Monday Volunteer RKeviews at Brighton, 
and went threugh the entire programme of the day with 
his corps—the 3rd City of London, of which he was a “ full 
private.’ He was a warm adherent of the volunteer move- 
ment, and was proud of relating that he had been a volun- 
teer at Peterborough in 1803. 

He was admitted a solicitor in Hilary Term, 1811, and 
began his career as a practitioner at Kimbolton, but his 
active and bustling temperament soon sought a widersphere 
in the metropolis, where he became quickly known and 
respected through his straightforward independent spirit, 
integrity of conduct, and shrewd common sense. In man- 
ner he was bluff and good humoured, of a kind and sociable 
disposition, and with an almost boyish flow of high animal 
spirits, 

Of late years he had retired from practice as a solicitor, 
but inall that related to the interests of the profession he 
cherished to the latest moment the warmest affection, 
and to the period of his death continued to take out 
his annual certificate, and to keep up his connection with 
the several legal societies of which he was an active and 
honoured member. 

Few men connected with the solicitors’ branch of the pro- 
fession have done more to advance the interests of their 
body than Mr. Anderton did, and his services were so well 
and feelingly alluded to by Lord Chief Justice Bovill at the 
last public festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, 
of which institution Mr. Anderton was the founder, that we 
cannot do better than reproduce his Lordship’s high testi- 





mony. He said—‘* I regret, on this cecasion, the 
absence of one who may be termed the founder of this 
society : I allude to Mr. Anderton, He isa gentlemanwho 
has devoted a long and useful life to the establishment of 
several institutions connected with the law, which will 
exercise a lasting influence on its members. To him is to 
be traced, I believe, the establishment of that great institu- 
tion of the solicitors of this country—the Incorporated Law 
Society. It may not be knownto many in this room, but as a 
young member of the Profession, he, in his early days, started 
alaw society,whichI believelam correct instating eventually 
terminated in the establishment of that great institution which 
watches over the interests and the welfare of the profession. 
Not content with that, shortly afterwards he was, I believe, 
the founder of the great institution for life insurance, which 
eventually became one of the institutions of the country, and 
now is second to none in importance—I mean the Law Life 
Insurance Society. But, with the feelings which animated 
him, his scheme of benevolence extended itself to the founda- 
tion of this association. With what results the accounts which 
have been published‘may tell.” Outside of the profession, and 
more particularly in the City of London, Mr. Anderton was 
well known and much respected. Ife was for many years an 
active and useful member of the Corporstion of London, under 
which he filled several public offices of distinction, and he has 
left behind him numerous friends to remember him, and 
mourn his loss. , 

A recent number of the City Press contains a letter from 
Mr. Joshua W. Butterworth, the well known law publisher of 
Fleet.street, from which we extract the following tribute to 
the memory of Mr. Anderton:—“ At an early stage in his career, 
his active mind saw the defect and social disadvantage that 
his professional brethren laboured under of having no common 
social centre of resort, no club, no library, no meeting rooms 
for arbitrations, no society with which to become identified, 
and by association with which to acquire a known position 
and a status in the profession of an attorney or a solicitor. 
He saw that the higher grade of the profession, the barrister, 
had every such advantage in the library of. his Inn of Court, 
in his call to the Bar, and in his Hall dinners with his brethren 
ofthe Bar. The result was that Mr. Anderton became the 
originator, or founder, of the Law Institution in Chancery-lane, 
which at once secured the support of all the leading members 
of the legal profession ; it afterwards received a Charter of In- 
corporation, and subsequently, as the Incorporated Law 
Society of England and Wales, it became the College, or 
University, for the examination and admission of Articled 
Clerks to practise as Solicitors and Attorneys. Mr. Anderton 
became the first Secretary to the Law Institution, and for his 
services in that capacity, bearing ia mind that he was also its 
founder, on bis retirement from the office he received from the 
members a handsome service of plate, which was presented to 
him at the time, under circumstances of singular honour to 
himself, It has been said that great things often have their 
origin from very small beginnings, and Mr. Anderton was 
always very willing toadmit that the firstidea Which occurred to 
him of founding the Law Institution resulted from the circum- 
stance of my late father having originated, atthe suggestion of 
some of thejudges, a Law Subscription Library in Chancery-lane 
for the accomodation of the members of the legal profession. 
The enterprise was not supported as he had been led to sup- 
pose it would have been, and the doors of the Law Subscrip- 
tion Library were finally closed, to be speedily followed by the 
opening of those which ultimately became the now successful 
and national institution, the Incorporated Law Society of 
England and Wales. Mr. Anderton was destined speedily 
again to render his professional brethren indebted to him by 
projecting for their special service a Life Assurance Society, 
the first that had been originated with particular reference to 
the legal profession. The result was the establishment of the 
Law Life Assurance Society, next St. Dunstan’s church, in 
Fleet-street, now one of the most wealthy and prosperous 
institutions of the kind in the kingdom. ‘ Mr. Anderton—for 
the third time proceeded anxiously to weigh the interests and 
requirements of his professional brethren, and as his latest act 
in that respect he founded and lived to see the complete 
success of an institution which he humanely planned for 
the less fortunate members of his profession, namely, the 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Institution. This latter institu- 
tion, he found both time and energy to place upon ai firm 
and permanent footing, by holding meetings in all the large 
townsin the kingdom of the attorneys and solicitors, and 
stimulating them in the benevolent object he had so much at 








heart, And this he did in addition to his ordinary duties as 
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agent of the West of England Insurance Company, and to his 
municipal ones as an active member of the Court of Common 
Council. ‘To have successfully reared three such institutions 
as I haveenumerated during a lifetime, and to have lived to 
see them take permanent root. from their ascertained utility, 
is something for one man to have achieved, and, be it remem- 
bered, each of them having a distinct reference to, and calcu- 
lated to have a_ beneficial influenc2 upon the interests of 
that profession, of which, as a solicitor, to the last he re- 
mained so faithful a member, So much far-secing sagacity, 
indomitable perseverance, and business tact as must have been 
necessary for such important results is the lot of but few. My 
task is done, as I do not propose entering upon either the 
political or the municipal career of Mr. Anderton, There is 
a venerable deputy still living, a member of his own pro- 
fession, and with literary and antiquarian proclivities, who, 
if disposed to undertake the task, could do it justice. I can- 
not, however, help here drawing attention to the circum- 
stance, that although Mr. Anderton had, as an intimate 
friend of Joseph Hume, early imbibed reforming ten- 
dencies, still, as a corporator, was he somewhat fond 
of the conservative antiquas vias. He defended Temple 
bar when it was in danger from the reforming icono- 
clast, and grew notorious in a leader in the Times for advo- 
cating the conservation, on its old site, of Smithfield Market, 
wuicu the Times so much opposed, and ultimately occasioned 
the removal of it to Islington. Again was Mr. Anderton con- 
servative in defending the old vested interests of the City Gas 
Works against the incursions of Mr. Charles Pearson and the 
gas consumers’ reforming rival. . . . To have known him 
intimately for nearly forty years is to have had frequent oppor- 
tunity of appreciating the firm and manly independence, as well 
as integrity, of his character, and to be made constantly aware 
that, beneath his blunt, brusque, and somewhat eccentric 
manner, he abundantly possessed a kind and gentle heart.— 
Iam, &c.” 








Mr. FRANCIS GODFRAY. 

Mr, Francis Godfray, barrister-at-law, died at Jersey om 
the 11th February. He was called to the bar at Gray's 
Inn in January, 1837, and was the senior advocate at the 
Jersey bar; he was also for upwards of thirty years an 
active member of the Legislative Council of that island, 








AN AMERICAN LAWYER IN FRANCE.* 


One car scarcely compare the courts in different countries, 
without the hazard of making unjust or unfounded inferences, 
And still there is no one thing upon which the real character 
of free governments, and indeed of all governments, more en- 
tirely depends. But there is very much in the mere organiza- 
tion of the courts or judicial tribunals of the French Empire 
to indicate the energy and decision with which the government 
is administered. It is aperfect system of superiority and sub- 
ordination, from the humblest police magistrate to the High 
Court of Cassation. 

In a few days’ visit to tho Palace of Justice, although 
accompanied by a very intelligent advocate, who was entirely 
competent and very ready to expiain all which came under re- 
view, one could scarcely expect to acquire very accurate infor- 
mation in regard to the details of so complex a system as that 
of the judicial tribunals of a great empire, like that of the 

“French. But some of the more important points of difference 
between our own and the jurisprudence of the French, and 
the comparison which each bears to that of Eugland, may be 
briefly noted. 

The procedure in France, as in most of the Continental 
countries, is according to the principles and practice of the 
Roman civil law. In the trial of civil actions of every grade 
no jury is allowed, the judge deciding everything according to 
his own sense of justice and propriety. And, as would 

zmaturally be expected, where everything depends upon the 

arbitrary discretion of the judge, testimony of ulmost every 
grade of conclusiveness, or the contrary, is received, and it 
often happens that the case is finally made to turn upon very 
slight circumstances, and is really decided upon evidence, in 
itself of no great significance, and which, upon the more exact 





«. * In our last volume (11 S. J. 853) we reprinted, under the title 

it’ An American Lawyer in England,” a very interesting article contri- 
“puted to the American Law Register by the Hon. Isanc F. Redfield, 
formerly Chief Justice of Vermont. We now extract from the same 
publication a paper by the same able author on the Tribunals and 
Administration of Justice in France, 
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and refined rules of the English common law, would scarcely 
be considered competent But this is a result not very differ. 
ent from that which often occurs in jury trials at common law, 
where canses are made to turn, quite as often, perhaps, upon 
the bias of the jury, religious or political, or the last words of 
able and eloquent counsel, or of the judge in summing up, as 
upon the testimony given in court, and in that way, perhaps, 
more complete justice is effected. 

The French jury, in the criminal courts, consists of twelve, 
but unanimity is not required, the voice of a majority being 
sufficient in ordinary cases, there being some few exceptional 
instances, where the concurrence of two-thirds is required to 
give a verdict. We sat for a short time in the same court. 
room where the attempted or would-be assassin of the Czar, 
Berezowski, had been tried a few hours before. The same jury 
and the same judges still continued the session ; the judges in 
their scarlet robes, and the minister of justice, in the person of 
the prosecuting attorney, clad in the same garb, occupying a 
seat half-way between the bar and the bench, ‘The presiding 
judge called upon the accused, sitting between two gen. 
darmes, to plead, who stood up and stated briefly their plea, 
and whether they had or desired counsel. The judge then 
administered a long oath to the jury, which seemed toem. 
brace a kind of charge as to their duty, and, at the close, 
called upon each member of the panel, by name, who gave 
his assent by raising the right hand. The representative 
of the minister of justice then proceeded with the trial, 
first examining the accused, giving him the full benefit of 
his own story, if that can fairly be regarded as any benefit, 
which may, we think, be considered as somewhat question. 
able. 

There is in each arrondissement throughout the empire 
an Imperial tribunal to hear appeals from all the courts 
of first instance in that arrondissement. Paris, with some 
few of the adjoining districts, constitutes one arrondisse. 
ment, and has its Imperial Court for hearing appeals 
from all the courts of first instance within that district 
or arrondissement. We listened to a brief argument in 
this court from an advocate of great zeal and energy, who 
spoke in a very high key, and after reading some ten minutes 
from manuscript, closed by an impassioned appeal to the 
Court, which seemed to be regarded by them as so much mat- 
ter of course as to produce no interruption of conversation be- 
tween the different members of the court, which had very much 
the appearance of making light of the graphic flourishes of the 
argument, but which we have no doubt had no such appearance 
to the speaker. Tie tribunal, consisting of nine judges, or 
about that number, had certainly very much in their looks to 
recommend them. ‘They were more youthful and had more the 
appearance of brilliancy thanany court we had seen since 
leaving America. One would naturally suppose, from their 
looks only, that they possessed full competence, both of learn- 
ing and ability, for the satisfactory discharge of their important 
and responsible functions, and that both their offices and their 
salary were placed beyond peradventure by the tenure under 
which they were held and the stability of the administrative 
power. 

The judges in France hold office during life, or until the age 
of seventy, in all the courts, and until seventy-tive in the High 
Court of Cassation. The distinction may be not without rea- 
son, since hy such a provision, and by removing the most ex- 
perienced of the judges of the subordinate tribunals into that 
high tribunal, as vacancies occurred, there would be constantly 
found in the court of last resort a considerable proportion of 
judges of largest experience and most matured wisdom, with 
presumptively an equal, if not gteater amount of learning, 
than could be secured in any other mode. And by extending 
the term of holding office in that court to seventy-five, the 
services of those judges who retained full strength to an ex- 
ceptional period could be continued in the court of appeal. 

It is certainly not a little wonderful that so Jarge a propor- 
tion of the American states should prefer to have the office of 
the judges, from the highest to the lowest, dependent upon 
popular elections,at short intervals, when the experience of 
England and France, and of all governments, where there is any 
pretence of consulting the popular willinadministrativefuuction, 
has shown most unquestionably that the rights of suitors and of 
those accused of crime, are most wisely consulted in making 
the judges as nearly independent of all popular or adminis- 
trative influence as is practicable. This is not a question 
which we propose to discuss here. But! we cannot forbear to 
express our matured and settled conviction that the American 
people are acting under wrong impressions in the conclusion 
which secms everywhere to prevail, that judges are more 
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reliable when dependent upon popular impulses, or, in 


other words, when not above being affected by the pre- 
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he deems it of sufficient importance, to give his own views to 


the Court in regard to the proper determination of the cause. 


yailing popular sentiment. There is no possible instrument } Upon our first entering the Court of Cassation, the minister of 


more susceptible of easy and unjust perversion by bad men, 


| justice, standing within the enclosure appropriated to the 


or which bad men more often use for the accomplishment of ; judges, was reading from an extended manuscript a formal 


their own base purposes, than a suddenly excited and super- 
ficial popular impulse, And there is, of course, nothing 
through which a timid or time-serving judge would be more 
readily reached, or which would more naturally be resorted to 
for that purpose. The history of all judicial murders, and it 
is adark page, and one by no means restricted to narrow 
limits—is marked at every step by the most awful extremes 
of popular frenzy. Neither Charles I. or Louis XVI. were 
among the most arbitrary or tyrannical of the English or French 
sovereigns. And there can be no fair question in the mind of 
any sound lawyer and loyal man that both these men were 
really the victims of rebellion and treason, and that those men 
who carried them to the scaffold would, in a change of relations, 
have been guilty of the very same offences which they affected 
to punish, in greater measure. That, indeed, was abundantly 
proved in the subsequent history ofthe two governments. And 
still those acts had the most unquestionable sanction of pre- 
sent popular sentiment. And it is equally true that the 
monarch whom the English people in the short period of half 
a generation recalled to the throne with shouts of acclamation, 
was in no sense the equal, either in ability or virtue, of his un- 
happy father, who, by the verdict of the same popular senti- 
ment, justly suffered the penalty of death for imputed crimes 
of which he is now, by the united voice of the nation, regarded 
as not guilty, and which his idolized son was and is considered 
to be guilty, in intent certainly, if not, in all cases, in act, 
But it is perhaps the most conclusive argument in favour of the 
independence of the judiciary and of its superiority over all 
popular and political influences, that these calamitous conse- 
quences of popular frenzy, to which we have just alluded, 
both in England and France, have been the primary 
and efficient cause of establishing their judicial tribunals upon 
the high vantage-ground of absolute and unquestionable in- 
dependence. And it seems wonderful that so unequivocal a 
testimony of historical experience should not be more heeded 
by others. 

There is one marked distinction between the jurisprudence 
of the English common and chancery law, and that of the 
Continental countries, based upon the Roman civil law, in 
regard to which there seems great ground for difference of 
opinion. In the English courts, and equally in the American, 
there is always supposed to be some precise technical rule by 
which the competency of each particular portion of the evi- 
dence is to be measured, and by which it must be rejected if 
found incompetent ; and its effect in the case is supposed to be- 
come thereby entirely removed. We know that in practice 
this is not always possible to be done, and that causes will 
thussometimes be determined upon the bias of mind uncon- 
sciously produced by the knowledge or the belief of the exist- 
ence of incompetent evidence. But in the Continental 
countries almost everything offered is received by the judge. 
And in the trial of matters of fact before the common-law courts 
in England and America, a somewhat similar rule prevails, on 
the assumption that the Court will be able to eliminate the 
portion of evidence which is competent, and only give effect to 
that in determining the case. And in the trial of cases in 
equity, a somewhat similar course of practice prevails, in al- 
lowing all fixed and immovable exceptions to the competency 
of evidence to be reserved, and passed upon at the final hear- 
ing of the cause. But in France, we found on consultation 
with the most eminent members of the bar, there existed a very 
general impression that their Courts were enabled to do more 
perfect justice, in the particular cause, by disregarding all 
mere technical exceptions to the evidence, and giving every 
species of proof just such weight as its impression might be 
inthe mind of the judge. It is asserted there, that the judge 
is never obliged to say, as is sometimes done in England and 
America, that although he has not the slightest donbt of the 
entire soundness of the claim or defence, it cannot be allowed, 
by reason of some formal defect. 

There is another peculiarity in the administration of justice 
in France, which seems very singular to those who have not 
seen its practical operation. Lt grows out of having a separate 
department of justice in the cabinet, and a distinct minister of 
justice, who takes cognisance, not only of the administration of 
criminal law, but who, to a certain extent, assumes the 
supervision of the civil department of judicial administration, 
by having some subordinate agent or minister always present 
in allthe higher courts to listen to the trials, and, whenever 








and elaborate commentary upon a cause, the argument of 
which had been closed the day before, or perhaps a few days 
before. It gave one, whose views of judicial administration 
were derived from courts constituted like the English or 
American, the idea of subjecting the Courts too much to 
cabinet or govermental influence. It seemed very much like 
converting the court into a jury, and requiring them to listen 
to the comments of a superior. We have no means of forming 
any judgment upon the effect of any such course of trial ; but 
we should expect that it would be likely to be of considerable 
weight in the determination of causes, if it were so managed as 
to beget respect, which would certainly be desirable and likely 
to occur in the administration of a government, so prudent 
and popular as that of the present Emperor of the French. 
An able and learned minister, in such a position, could scarcely 
fail to acquire great control over the decision of causes, andit 
would enable the ministry to exercise almost irresistible power 
in the determination of causes of international importance. 
We found the leading advocates of the French bar seemed to 
feel the importance of having causes of any considerable 
public interest, which came before the Court of Cassation, 
favourably introduced to the minister of justice, and, if con- 
venient, by some advocate in the interest of the administration, 
or who was supposed to have its confidence. The working of 
this plan, which has existed for a very long period in some 
European countries, has not been specially objected to by 
suitors, or by any one so far as we know ; but we cannot but 
believe it will be a long time before the American people will 
be prepared to submit to the existence of any such supervisory 
control over the administration of justice. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 


Last Quoratron, Feb. 21, 1868. 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.] 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

3 per Cent, Consols, 93} Annuities, April, ’85 13 
Ditto for Account, 93} Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 933 Ex Bills, £1000, per Ct. — p m 
New 3 per Cent., 933 Ditto, £500, Do — pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. 794 Ditto, £100 & £200, — pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 5 per 
Do.5 per Cent., Jan. 772 Ct. (last half-year) 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 

INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stk., 10 p Ct.Apr.’74, 215 Ind, Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79, 1083 
Ditto 5per Cent., July, ’80 112 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 764 — 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. ’88 1024 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000, — pm 
Ditto Ehfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent.— Ditto, ditto, under £1000,— pm 


RAILWAY STOCK. 










































Shares. Railways. . |Closing Price 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ......cccsessssesressserseeee } 87 
Stock | Caledonian 85 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western 1... 102 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ... m 303 
Stock| Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 a ey 
Stock | Great Northern ....ccccssecsssessrereseserseres 108 
Stock Do., A Stock* } 1 109 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland; 100 98 
Stock | Great Western— Original ........00.--seeee 100 464 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford. ++} 100 30 
Stock Do.,do.—Newport ..... ges 100 31 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire .......... 10@ 1284 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South “oast......| 100 4 
B8tock | London, Chatham, and Dover....... | 100 194 
Stock | London and North-Western... +-| 100 119 
Stock | London and South-Western .... 100 87 xd 
Stock | Manchester,Sheffield,and Lincoln. ++} 100 42h xd 
Stock | Metropolitan.........ceseecceerseressessssssseees 108 114 
Stock | Midland 100 1073 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby .........0« 100 78 
Stock | North British 100 354 
Stock | North London .,,.....scsecse-s:0 100 118 

10 BN TOO ogo ccoacrsctaseecez cots teccsonseansiacius | 74 84 
Stock | North Staffordshire 100 59 xa 
Stock | South Devon ....cc...cosccesssersreeeeee eoceecceeee 100 45 
Stock | South-Eastern ........0sccsccssescescerescsesceres 100 72 
Stock | T'atf Vale 100 148 











* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 
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Monry MARKET AND CITY INTELLIGENCE. 

Until the last two days the funds have been characterised by 
a strong tendency to gloom and depression, various influences, 
such as the Abyssinian reports, and the rumours of prospective 
Government and foreign loans tending to produce this result. 
On Wednesday, however, a material rally took place, and 
the. funds are now looking upward. The foreign stock markets are 
also showing an improvement upon theearly partof theweek, dur- 
ing which they were to some extent affected by the depression of 
Consols. The share-markets, taking them all round, have shown 
less depression than the funds exhibited early in the week. The 
railway market has fluctuated considerably (especially, of course, 
the Metropolitan Company’s description) ; it now, however, dis- 
plays some firmness. Money does not very readily find employ- 
ment. 








We trust the Law Societies will not lose sight of the fact 
that a County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction Bill is afloat again. 


Lady Cranworth died on February 145, at the family residence 
in Upper Brook-street, Grosvenor-square. The deceased lady, 
who was in her sixty-first year, was the youngest daughter of 
the late Thomas William Carr, Esq., of Frognal, Hampstead, 
and was married to Lord Cranworth in October, 1845. 


Hovss or Lorps’ ApPEALS.—PEERAGES, &c.—There are 46 
causes at present standing for hearing by the House of Lords. 
Of these 46 appeals, 18 are from Scotland, 6 from the Court of 
Chancery (Ireland), 1 Exchequer Chamber cog ow 9 Court of 
Chancery (England), 9 Exchequer Chamber (England), and 3 
Divorce Court (England.) Only one cause stands over for final 
judgment—viz., Bishop of Exeter and Another v. Marshall. 
The opinions of the judges in this case were delivered on the 
5th of August last. Beside the above appeals, there are nine 
claims of peerage and claims to vote for representative peers for 
Ireland depending—viz., the Montacute peerage, Wilks peerage, 
Balfour of Burley and Kilwinning peerages, Balfour of Burleigh 
peerage, Earl of Mornington’s claim to vote, Kinloss peerage, 
Mar peerage, Lord Digby’s claim to vote, and the Breadalbane 
peerage. ‘Che above is the order in which these several pecrages 
stand for consideration. The hearing of these appeals commenced 
on Thursday. 


Tue New Patace or Justicr.—The Ov states that pend- 
ing the report of the commission appointed to inquire into vue 
best plan for facilitating the business of the Courts of Common 
Law and Equity (of which Lord Justice Cairns is chairman), no 
further steps will be taken towards appointing architects for 
the New Palace of Justice. In connection with this subject it 
may be stated that the recommendation in favour of Messrs. 
Barry and Street was arrived at before the accuracy of the esti- 
mates of those gentlemen had been tested by competent sur- 
veyors. 

THE JUDGE AND THE JURYMAN.—A story is related of the 
late Judge Fleason, of Pennsylvania. On one occasion he was 
trying a case where the law and evidence was altogether on the 
side of the plaintiff. On the jury was a person who pretended 
to be learned in the law, was in the habit of giving legal advice, 
and added largely to the litigation of the —- In this case 
he had given assurance to the defendent that he would surely 
win the case, and when the Judge had concluded his charge he 
jumped up and exclaimed, “But judge, gwvere as to that law.” 
*« Silence, sir,” said the judge, “ you are a —— fool, and of that 
at least, there is no quere.”’ The verdict was for the plaintiff, 
and the inquiring juryman never had any more clients.— Boston 
Advertiser. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Feb. 11.—By Messrs. Foster. 

Leasthold residence, No. 21, Albany-street, Regent’s-park; term, 32 
years unexpired, at £12 per annum—Sold for £660. 

Freehold, 5a. Or, 18p. of building lanc, situate in Station-road, Colney 
Hatch—Sold for £1,610, 

By Messrs. Ercoop & Son. 

Loasehold residence, with stabling, No. 6, Montaguessquare; let on 
lease at £135 per annum; term, 33 years unexpired, at £21 per 
annum—Sold for £1,400. 

Leasehold residence, No. 58, Montague-square ; let on lease at £120 
per annum; term and ground rent similar to above—Sold for £1,330. 

Feb. 14.—By Messrs. Farrsroturr, Lyr, & WHEELER. 

The valuable literary property known as the “ Evening Mail’ news- 
paper, having an extensive British and foreign circulation, and which 
has produced, during the five years ending December, 1866, an ave- 
rage net income exceeding £1,200 per annum—Sold for £2,000. 

By Messrs. WinstanLey & Horwoop. 

Freehold mercantile premises, being No. 28, Friday-street, and 50, Bow- 

a. Cheapside, estimated to produce £670 per annum—Sold for 
7,720. 
Feb. 18.—By Messrs. DkEBENHAM, Thwson, & FARMER, 

Freehold tannery and premises, situate between Willow-walk and 
Crimscott-street, Bermondsey, occupying an area of about 47,700 
square fect—Sold for £6,000. 

Freehold house, No, 34, Crimscott-street, Bermondsey; also a large 


ard and workshop; occupying an areca of about 6,000 
Sold for £1,400. ae 

Freehold residence, known as ‘Highbury House,” Selhurst-road, 
South Norwood—Sold for £1,700. 

Leasehold house, No. 2, Lloyd-square, Clerkenwell; let at £48 
annum; term, 49 years unexpired, at £7 10s. per annum—o]q for 
£470. 

Ry Messrs. GLAsiER & Sons. 

Freehold ground-rents, amounting to £140 per annum, arising from six 
houses and shops in Arundel-place, Arundel-square, Islington, and 
oo houses in Bride-street, Liverpool-road, Islington—Sold fo; 

3,460. ° 
Feb. 19.—By Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watnry, & Co, 

Freehold and copyhold farm, known as Mount Pleasant, situate four 
miles from East Grinstead, Sussex, comprising a residence with farm 
buildings and 89a Ir 19p of arable, pasture, and wood lands—gojq 
for £2,400. 

Freehold, three farms, known as Denmans, Swedes, and Riceland, in 
the parish of West Hoathly, Sussex, with farm houses, buildings, ang 
96a Or 38p of arable, pasture, and wood lands—Sold for £1,900, 

Freehold farm, known as Allgates, Cinder-hill, Horsted Reynes, Sussex, 
pe house, buildings, and 83a Ir Op of pasture lands—Sold for 

1,050. 

Freehold, 38a Or 36p_of arable, pasture, and wood lands, situate in the 
parish of Horsted Reynes—Sold for £900. 

Freehold, 5la 3r 35p of arable, pasture, and wood lands, on the roads 
leading from Lindfield to West Hoathly, Sussex—Sold for £1,150. 
Freehold farms, known as a and Newlands, with part of 
Daneland, situate close to the village of West Hoathly, with farm. 
house, homestead, cottage, and brick-ficld buildings, &c., and 

27la Or 8p of arable, pasture, and wood lands—Sold for £7,400. 

Freehold farm, known as Langridge, West Hoathly, with homestead 
cottage buildings, and 153a Ir 12p of arable, pasture, and wood lands 
—Sold for £3,800. 

— wees known as the Police Station, West Hoathly—golq 
‘or i 

Freehold, 4 acres of building land, situate at West Hoathly—Sold for 

315 


Frechold, 8a 2r of arable land, situate at West Hoathly—Sold for 
400 


Frechold estate, known as Sharpthorn, West Hoathly, comprising a 
homestead, with house, buildings, and 27a 2r 24p of arable, pasture, 
and wood lands —Sold for £1,000. 

Freehold farm, known as Blacklands, in the parish of East Grinstead, 
Sussex, with homestead, house, farm buildings, &c.; also part of 
Naylands Farm, the whole containing 165a 2r op—Sold for £3,250, 

Freehold farm, known as Naylands, East Grinstead, with farmhouse 
buildings and 56a lr 34p of arable, pasture, and wood lands—Sold 
for £1,520. 

Freehold, 7a 3r 12p of meadow land, known as Bunch Grove Field, 
situate at Bunch Grove, on the road from Horsted Reynes to Mares- 
field, Sussex—Sold for £250. 


AT THE LONDON TAVERN. 
5 Feb. 19.—By Messrs. VieErs. 
Frechold plot of land, forming the corner of Denmark-road, Camber- 
well—Sold for £250. 
— plot of land fronting the Camberwell station-road—Sold for 


Freehold plot of land fronting the Camberwell station-road—-Sold for 


Freehold plot of land fronting Wyndham-road, Camberwell, and a 
lease for 1,000 years of 2 railway arches—Sold for £500. 

Freehold plot of land fronting Crown-street, Camberwell, and a lease 
for 1,000 years of a railway arch—Sold for £380. 

Frechold plot of land, situate as above, and a lease for 1,000 years of a 
railway arch—Sold for £220. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


MARRIAGES. 

HERBERT—SHELTON—On Feb. 15, at St. Paul’s, Camden- 
square, N.W., Charles wore Herbert, Esq., Solicitor, of Staple-inn, 
| inn daughter of the late John Hammond Shelton, Esq., of 
elsea. 
HOPKINSON—COATES—On Feb, 19, at St. James’s Church, Wetherby, 
J. Clifford Hopkinson, Esq., B.A., of Cambridge, and of Lincoln’s- 
inn, son of Benjamin Hopkinson, Esq.,The Oaks, Ambleside, to 

Sarah, daughter of James Coates, Esq., Wetherby, Yorkshire. 


DEATHS. 

GARBETT—On Feb, 16, at Dawley, Salop, E. J. H. Garbett, Esq., Soli- 

citor, aged 25, 

GODFRAY—On Feb, 11, Francis Godfray, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of 
Gray’s-inn, and of the Island of Jersey, Senior Advocate at the 
Jersey bar, aged 62. 

OVERBURY—On Feb. 6, at his residence, 13, The Grove, Clapham- 
common, Nathaniel Overbury, Esq., also of 7, Great James-street, 
Bedford-row, W.C.. aged 57 

PHILBRICK—On Feb. 14, at 5, St. George’s-terrace, Regent’s-park, 
es wife of Frederick A. Philbrick, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 
ag ; 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


HM tnding-up o€ Joint Stock Compantes. 
Fripay, Feb, 14, 1868. 
Limitep In CHANOERY. 

Unconditional Life Assurance Company (Limited).—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Feb 10, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancel- 
lor Wood, on Feb 22, Prance, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, solicitor for the 
petitioners. 

Tusspay, Feb. 18, 1868, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 





Panonia Leather Cloth Company (Limited).—Creditors are required 
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———— 
on or before March 9, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars ot their debts or claims, to Donald Fraser, 168, Holland- 
road, Kensington. Monday, March 23, ut 12, is appointed for hear- 
ing and adju joating upon the said debts and claims. 

y “Hall Collier Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls 
has, by ax order dated Feb 8, ordered that the voluntary winding 
up of the above Company be continued. And it was ordered that 
envy Grosvenor Nicholson should be appointed to act as liquida- 

to. Gregory & Co, Bedford-row, solicitors for petitioners. 

Rennie Laxey Mining Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 

nted Feb 15, directed to be beard before the Master of the 
Rolls on Feb 29. Lumley & Lumley, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Tamar Bank Granite Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 
presented Feb 18, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
Malins on Feb 23. Snell, George-st, Mansion-house, solicitor for 
the petitioner. 

Western Insurance Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has, 
by an order dated Jan 25, ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the above company be continued. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry, solicitors 
for the petiticner. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Wolverhampton and Midland Counties Second Freeholders’ Perma- 
nent Benefit Building Society.—Vice-Chancellor Stuart has. by an 
order dated Feb 14, appointed Mr, Benjamin Smith, of Wolver- 
hampton, offcial liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before 
March 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Benjamin Smith. Wednesday, April 15 at 
12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tuespay, Feb. 18, 1868. 


Great Broughton Friendly Society, Stockbridge Lawson’s, Great 
Broughton, Cumberland. Feb 11. 

Tradesmen’s Brotherly Friendly Society, White Hart Inn, Calne, 
Wilts. Feb 11. 


Creditors under Estates tn Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Frivay, Feb. 14, 1868 

Broadie, John, Manch, Silk Manufacturer, March 20. Preston v 
Mountain, V.C. Wood. f 

Flockton, Webster, Weybridge, Surrey ,Seed Crusher. March 7. 
Flockton v Bunning, V.C, Stuart 

Fletcher, Barbara Jane Hungerford, Ore, nr Hastings, Sussex, Widow. 
March 10. Edmed v Cresswell, V.C. Stuart. 

Gilman, Thos, St Peter’s-rd, Mile End, Carpenter. March 7. Gilman 
v Wells, V.C. Malins. 

Thurburn, Alex, Dinan, France,Geat. April 6. Thurburn » Thur- 
burn, V.C. Wood. 

Wilton, Wm, Wilton-terrace, Old Kent-rd, Gent. March 5. Wilton o 
Wilton, M, R. : 

Wilson, John, Lpool, Paint Manufacturer, March 13, Wilson v Wil- 
son, V.C, Malins. 

Tvuespay, Feb. 18, 1868. 
Ashton, Jas, Stockport, Chester, Doctor. March 12. Ashton v Ash- 


ton, M. R. 
Cooper, Thos, Alfred-st, Bow-rd, Gent. March 1!. Cooper v Cooper, 


MR. 

Downton, Jonathan, Conant-pl, Limehouse, March 14. Downton 
Jones, V.C. ins. 

Hardcastle, Wm Christopher, Pimlico, Gent. March 30. Johnston v 
Donovan, V.C. Stuart. 

Harvey, Edwd, Lord Hawke, Wornersley, York. March 20. Horncastle 
v Sewell, M.R. 

Jerse, John, Llanbedr Hall, Denbigh, Esq. April2., Jesse v Lloyd, 
*V.C. Stuart. 

Johnson, Wm, Teddington, Baker. Feb 27. Johnson v Johnson, V.C. 


Wood. 
Scott, Walter, Luton, Bedford, Gent. March 12. Scott v Cumberland, 
V.C, Malins, 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Wirt. car. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frivay, Feb, 14, 1858, 
Clegg, John, Altrincham, Chester, Esq. April 30. Sale & Co, Manch. 
Cox, John, Marston Ferry, Oxford, Fisherman. March 23. Mallam. 
Dicken, John, Muse-lane, Derby, Farmer. April 1. Bass & Jenn- 
ings, Burton-on-Trent. 
Dilley, Thos, Nelsen-st, Deptford New Town. April 10. Walters & 
Gush, Basinghall-st. 
Edwards, Hugh, Machynlleth, Montgomery, Tanner, Apri! 30 
Howell & Morgan, Machynileth. 
Griffin, Etiz, College-villas, Finchley New-rd, Widow. March 31. 
Chapple, Carter-lane, Doctors’-cmns, 
Hamilton, Chas, Kensworth, Herts. March 25. Nightingale, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields, 
Hoblyn, Maria, Chevelah, Cornwall, Spinster. April 12. Chilcott. 
Jones, Sarl, Stourbridge, Worcester, Cooper. March 15, Harward 
& Co, Stourbridge. 
King, Thos, Warboys, Huntingdon, Builder. Murch 21. Hull, War- 
woys, 
Lord, Edwd, Finkins, Oxford, Yeoman, April 15. Bunfird & Co. 
Neate, John Thos, Duke-st, Manchester-sq, Silversmith, March 25. 
Neate, Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane. 
Rookes, Sam], Forest-lane, Stratfurd, Gent. March 14, Mills & 
Lockyer, Brunswick-pl. 
Spencer, Robt, Shipton-under-Wychwood, Oxford, Farmer. April 15° 
Price & Sor, Burford, 
Swift, George, Elford Hill, Stafford, Doctor, March 25. Knowles 
Wellington. 
Townend, Benj, Whitwood Mere, York. Hay & Straw Dealer. March }4. 
Carter, Pontefract. 





Wilkinson, Fredk, Stockport, Chester, Cotton Manufacturer. March 


17, Ferns. 


Wilson, John, York, Gent. March 12, Thompson, York. 
Worthington, Wm, Fallowfield, Lancaster, Commission Agent. April 


13. Wood, Manch. 
Touxspay, Feb. 16, 186%. 


Bolton, Slizabeth, King’s-rd, Chelsea. March 28. Dawes ,& Sons, 


Angel-ct, Throgmorton-st. 


Caiger. Jas, Portsea, Southampton, Yeoman. March 5. Edgecombe 


& Cole, Portsea, 

Chapman, Jane, Clifton, Gloucester, Spinster. March 3!. Law & Co, 
New-sq, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Clay, Chas Johnson, Pall Mall, Licensed Victualler. March 31. Fla- 
vell, Bedford-row. 

Davies, Thos Jas, City-rd, Licensed Victualler. March 31. Flavell, 
Bedford-row. 

Dean, Wm. Acre-lane, Clapham, Victualler, March 31. Hawkins & 
Co, Chancery-lane. 

De Symons, Bella, Brighton, Sussex, Widow, May 1. Hooke & Street 
Lincoln’s-iun-fields. * 
Dornford, Joseph. Rev. Plymtree, Devon, Clerk. March 31. Leigh” 
Cullompton. 

Henderson, Wm, Stanhope-st Hamstead-rd, House Decorator. March. 
16. Lever & Son, Bedford-row. 

some Wm Pryddero, Builth, Brecon, Esq. March1. Lilewellin, 
Builth, 

Laws, Mary, Norwich, Widow. April15. Taylor & Son, Norwich. 
Page, Jonathan, Southsea. Southampton, Timber Converter. March 
25. Edgcombe & Cole, Portsea. 

Proffit, Thos, Warrington, Lancaster, Dairyman. March 25, Bea~ 
mont & Davies, Warrington. 

Selden, Richd, Ore, Sussex, Timber Merchant. Dec 5. Phillips, 
Hastings. 

Twinberrow, Wm, Finchley-rd, St John’s-wood, Chemist. March 17 
Cronin, Southampton-row. 

Williams, Watkins, Tyddymmawr, Carnarvon, Master Mariner 
March 14. Jones and Jones, P ortmadoc. 

Wood, Ann Rose, Longford-pl, St John’s Wood, Widow. March 12. 
Holmes, Poultry. 


Beeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
. Farivar, Feb 14, 1868, 

Anderson, Thos, Ford-rd, Old Ford, Silk Dresser. Jan 30. Comp. 
Reg Feb 13. 

Atkinson, Joseph, York, Scarborough, Coach makor. Jan 30. Comp. 
Reg Feb 13. 

—, Geo, Trevor-8q, Knightsbridge, Draper. Jan 20. Asst. Reg 

F 3. 


eb 13. 
Barker, Hy Jas, St Clement’s-House, Clement’s-lane, Secretary, Jan 
16. Asst. Reg Feb ll. 
Bennett, John, Morse, nr Mitcheldean, Gloucester, Grocer. Jan 21. 
Asst. Reg Feb 13. 
Beves, Fg May, jun, Brighton, Sussex, Printer. Jan 15. Asst. 
Reg Feb 13. 
Bowen, John, Swansea, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler, Jan 18. Asst. 
Reg Feb 13. 
— John, Birmingham, Steel Toy Maker. Jan 22. Comp. Reg 
Feb 12. 
Burton, Wm Hy, Francis-terrace, New-rd, Rotherhithe, Manure, 
Merchant. Feb 15, Comp. Reg Feb 14. 
Busby, —— Birmingham, Wire Worker. Jan16. Comp, Reg 
F 


eb 12. 

Chippett, Thos, Bath, Carver. Jan 30. Comp, Reg Feb 14. 

Clayton, John, Wellington, Salop, Beerseller, Jan 20. Asst, Reg 
Feb 12. 

Corns, Geo, Newport, Monmonth, Draper. Dec 31. Comp. Keg 
Feb 13. 


Crawshaw, Jobn, Manchester Sewing Cotton Manufacturer. Jan 23. 
Comp. Reg Feb 14. . 

Cuppies, Wm, Lpool, Grocer. Feb 10. Comp. 

Cruttwell, Thos, Micklem, Chelmsford, Essex, Manufacturer of 
Colours. Feb 5. Comp. Reg Feb ]4. 

Dowthwaite, Wm, Bishopgate-st without, Chemist. Feb 7. Comp. 
Reg Feb 13. 

Farrow, Jas. Bethnal-green-rd, Cornchandler. Feb7. Comp. Reg 
Feb 12. 


Fields, Ruth, Barnsley, York, Boot & Shoe Dealer. Feb5. Comp. 
Reg Feb 14. 

Frith, Chas Thos, Upper Berekley-st, West Paddington, Bootmaker. 
Jan2l Comp. Reg Feb 13. 

Funkensztein, Saml, Gt Queen-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Glass Merchant. 
Jan 23. Comp. Reg Feb 13. 

Gerrie, Geo, Birmingham, Draper. Jan 22. Asst. Reg Feb 12, 

Geodworth, Geo, Saint Martin’s-ct, Long Acre, Linen Draper, Do 
31. Comp. Reg Feb 11. 

Hall, Saml. Norwich, Builder. Jan 30. Comp. Reg Feb }3. 

Hansor Wm, jun, Roch -row, Westminster. Musical Instrament 
Maker. Janu 29. Comp. Reg Feb 14. 

Harris, Robt, High Holborn. Jan1l5. Comp. Reg Feb 12. 

Harris, Thos, Oxford, Bookseller. Jan 30. Comp. Reg Feb 18. 

Hemmons, Fredk, Clifton Wood, Bristol, Accountant. Jan 22. Comp. 
Reg Feb 13, 

ay Thos, Landport, Hants, Seedsman. Jan 17. Asst. Reg 
Feb 13 





e q 

Holden, Howard, Ashton, Queen-st, Cheapside, Contractor. Dec 13. 
Asst. Reg Feb 13. 

Holmes, Saml Thompson, Williamson Hotel, Bow-lane, Cheapside, 
Draper. Jan17. Comp. Reg Feb 12. 

Honey, Joseph, Barking, Essex, Shipbuilder. Feb 4. Comp. Reg 
Fi 


eb 12. 
neat Joseph Mortimer, Fulhame-rd, Builder. Feb 4. Comp. Reg 


eb 14, 
Jessop, Geo. Sheffield, Engineer Feb7, Comp. Reg Feb 13. 
ro ve Hy, Oaken Gates, Salop, Butcher. Janz7. Comp. Reg 


eb 11. 
Jochimsen, Johannes Wilhelm Heinrich, Corn Exchange-chambers , 





Watters, John, Mi son, Salop, Farmer, March 25, Trow, Cleob 
Mortimer, ° si , iid 





Clerk. Jan 25, Comp, Reg Feb 13, 
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_— at Ardwick, Manch, Oil Merchant. 





Feb 1. Asst. Reg 


Lawson, ‘Jas, jun, Halifax, York, Linen Draper. Feb3. Asst. Reg 
Feb | 

Ba dy "Jas, Norland-rd, Notting-hill, Pork Butcher. Feb 12. Comp. 
Reg Feb 13. 

Lovett, Eliz, Lpool, Butcher. Feb7. Comp. Reg Feb 12. 

Lynch, Jas Hy de Robeck, Grafton-st, Gent. Feb 11. Comp. Reg 


Feb 14. 

Mann, Alfred John, my a Loughborough-rd, Corn Merchant. 

Feb 10. Comp. Reg Feb1 

Marsden, John, & Ellis Ad ll Lpool, Brassfounders. Feb 13. 
Asst. Reg Feb 13. 

McGuffie, Jas, Oxford, Draper. Jan 14, Asst. Reg Feb 10. 

Mills, a Offord- ‘rd, Barnsbury, Cab Proprietor. Feb 8. Comp. 
Reg Feb 

Mino» Lewis “Duge, Norwich, Wine Merchant. Jan 18. Asst. Reg 


Fe 

Mitchell. Wm, Kensington-gardens-sq, Court Milliner. Feb 4. Comp. 
Reg Feb 13. 

Newenham, Dorothea, & Maria Newenham, Chinford Hatch, Essex, 
Spinsters. Feb 7. Comp. Reg Feb 13. 

Newton, _ Forster, Northumberland, Draper. 


Jan 20. Asst, 
Reg Feb 


Nixon, Robe’ Preston, & Chas Phillip, Manch, Merchants. Jan 21. 
Comp. Reg Feb 13. 
Obee, Thos, Selby, York, Boot Maker. Jan 24, Asst. Reg Feb 12. 


Overbury, Fredk, Birmingham, Tea Dealer. Jan 16. Comp. Reg 
Fe 


12, 
Outhwaite, Wm, Richmond, York, Draper. Feb 10. Comp. Reg 
Feb 13. 


Parkinson, Timothy, & John Entwistle, Manch,Comm Agents. Jan 
30. Comp. Reg Feb 13. 


—— John, Colchester, Essex, Clerk. Jan 21. Asst. Reg 
Feb 1 
Phillips, Abraham, Clifton-st, Finsbury, Draper. Feb 14. Comp. 
Reg Feb 13 
Baumgarten, Edwd Picton, Romford, Essex, Gent. Jan 20. Comp. 
Reg Feb 13. 


Prenslan, Jas Abraham, Lpool, Dentist. Feb 8. Comp. Reg Feb 1. 

Panshon, Robt, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Sugar Merchant. Jan 20. 
Asst. Reg Feb 13. 

Ridley, Chas Wilson, Westbromwich, Stafford, Provision Dealer. Dec 
31. Asst. Reg Feb 13. 

Sadler, Wm, Tredegar-pl, Bow-rd, Dealer in Mining Property. Jan 30, 
Comp. Reg Feb 12. 

Sal  deaaaad Tottenh 





court-rd, Draper. Jan 27. Comp. Reg 


Feb 1 
— Gawd, Merchant-st, Bow-rd, Draper. Jan20. Asst. Reg 
F 


Smith, ae & Wm Smith, Wellington, Salop, Butchers. Feb 4. 
Comp. Reg Feb 14. 
Sparham, Hy Mills, Forest-hill, Solicitor. Jan 15. Comp, Reg FebI1 


Swindells, George, ‘Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Dealer. Feb 7. 
Asst. Reg Feb 14. 
Tasker, — Bowling, Bradford, York, Shopkeeper. Feb6. Comp. 


Reg Feb 1 

— Nicholas. St Austell, Cornwall, Miller. Jan22. Asst. Reg 
Feb 

Warren, Wm Hall, Queens-rd, Dalston, Gentleman. Feb 10. Comp. 
Reg Fe 

Warwick, Edwd, Regent-st, Jeweller. Febll. Comp. Reg Feb 14. 

ba mca hg Kidsgrove, Stafford, Watch Maker, Jan 17. Comp, 
Reg Feb 13. 

Webster, Jas, Leeds, Baker. Feb 3. Comp. Reg Feb 12. 

bal 4 , Joseph, Devizes, Wilts. Boot Maker. Jan 18. Asst. Reg 
Fe’ 

— Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Innkeeper. Jan 17. Asst. Reg 

13 


Worth, ,Joln, Kingsbridge, Devon, Draper, Jan 25, 
Feb 1 


Comp. Reg 


Tuespay, Feb. 18, 1868. 


Adkin, Hy, Fallowfield, Manch, Schoolmaster. Feb 12. 
Reg Feb 17. 
Anstead, Jas, Foapteeet, Twickenham, Cab Master. 
Comp. Reg Feb 15, 
Baker, Nicolas, & Robt. Goudie, Birmingham. 
Asst. Reg Feb a7. 
ee David, South-sq, Gray’s-inn, Agent. Feb8. Comp. kog 
Feb 1 
Bee, We, Mincing-lane, Lighterman. Feb 10. Comp. Reg Feb 15. 
—— see, Stockport, Chester, Machinist. Feb 13. Asst. 
g Feb 
Bowley, — Wn, Regent-st, Westminster, Builder. Jan 18. Comp. 
Reg Fe 
Bragg, Geo, Birmingham, Wine & Spirit Merchant. 
teg Feb 17. 
Britcher, Edward, Lorrimore-st, Walworth. Dealer in Building 
Materials. Feb 10. Comp. Reg Feb 15. 
ey John, Rotherham, York, Printer. Jan 13. Asst. Reg 
eb 18 
Brown, Chas poy Hunter-st, Brunswick-sq, Publisher. Feb 13. 
Comp. Reg Feb 17. 
ag <p po Warne, Exeter, Devon, Ironmenger. Jan 22, Comp. 
g Feb 
aes? Thos, Wilmington, Kent, Brewer, Feb 11. Comp. Reg 
eb 


Comp. 
Jan 27. 


Factors. Jan 22, 


Jan 30. Asst. 


oe. John, Cross-rd, Croydon, Builder. Feb 10. Insp. Reg 


Dawson, Jas Alf, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Tailor. Jan 21. Asst, 
Reg Fe’ Feb I. 


ag Vm John Chas, Dean-st, Soho, Tea Dealer. Feb 7. Comp. Reg 


a Richd Boulby, Beverley, York, Chemist, Jan2l. Asst, Reg 
owner, Jas, South Shields, Durham, Grocer. Jan 21. Asst. Reg 
eb) 
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Drackett, Robt Francis, Yoxford, Suffolk, Innkeeper. Jan 31. Asst 
Reg Feb 17. 5 

Elsden, Joshua, Colchester, Essex, Builder. 
Feb i5. 





Jan 20. Asst. Reg 


b 
Frood, Wm, Bradford, York, Draper. Jan 23, Asst. Reg Feb 17, 
Gayfeyt, Hy Wm, Redgrave, Suffolk, Licensed Victualler. Yeh 19, 
Comp. Reg Feb 
Graham, Sealine, Halifax, Yorie, Fruiterer. Feb1l0. Comp. Reg 
e 


17. 
Greeves, Benj Titter, Bawburgh, Norfolk, Farmer. 
Reg Feb 15. 
— John Chepstow, Monmouth, Builder. Asst. Reg 
Feb | 
Haare uaa Augustus, King William-st, Gent. Feb7. Comp, 
Reg Feb 1 


Jan 21, Asst, 
Jan 21, 


Harris, Thos, Acock’s-green, Worcester Grocer. Jan 31. Comp. 
Reg Feb 17, 
Harvey, Piampin ite Medina-rd, Holloway, Gent. Feb 11, 


Comp. Reg Feb | 
Hoz, Otto, & clifford Wilson, Milk-st, Cheapside, Comm Merchants 
Jan 22, Asst. Reg Feb 18. » 
Jacobs, Joshua, Lpool, Clothier. Jan 31. 
Jackson, Hy Wm, Bishop's Cleeve, Gi 
Comp. Reg Feb 14, 
Jameson, Hy Jas, Strand, Auctioneer. Jan 30. QOomp. Reg Feb 12, 
Jones, Benj Richd, Brynmawr, Brecknockshire, Innkeeper, 


Comp. Reg Feb 17, 
» Blacksmith. Jan 98, 





Jan 20, 
Asst. Reg Feb 17. 
Looker, John Wm, Steventon, Berks, Schoolmaster. Jan 30. Comp. 
Reg Feb 15. 


Feb 17. Comp. Reg 


ers Jas Robt, Rockham-ter, Brittannia-rd, Fulham, Builder. Feb 
Comp. Reg Feb 14. 

sili, Wm, New Kent-rd, Credit Draper. 
Feb 18. 


ee Robt, Red Lion-st, Holborn, Stationer. 
Feb 10. 


Jan 27, Comp. Reg 


Mills, John, Morice-town, Devon, Dairyman. Feb 11. Asst. Reg 
Feb 17. 


Morvsson, Wan, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Hatter. Feb 1. Asst. Reg 
Feb 14. 
Mottram, Chas. Benwell-rd, Holloway, General Merchant. Feb 15, 
Comp. Keg Feb 17. 
—_ — Hume, Hanley, Stafford, Draper. Feb 13. Comp, 
Reg Feb 17 
7 Jas, Tavistock, Devon, Mine Agent, Feb 11. Comp. Reg 
Feb 
Poole, yO “ segennad ter, Seven Sisters-rd, Clerk. Feb 17. 
Comp. Reg Feb |18 
Pope, — -lane, Fenchurch-st, Coal Importer. Feb 13, Comp. 
Reg Fe' 
Prest, Jas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. Jan 24, Asst. Reg Feb 17. 
Price, Jas Palmer, & Thos Arnold Price, Birm, Flour Dealers. Jan 28, 
‘Asst. Reg Feb ll. 
Prior, hy m, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Grocer. 
b 1 


Feb 12. Comp. Reg 


Richardson, Thos, Bolton, Lancaster, Baker. Feb 10. Asst. Reg 
1 


Feb 

a 4 ag Jas, Bolton, Lancaster, Currier. Jan 16. Asst Reg 
Feb 1 

Rix, Hy. Norwich, Brush Maker. Feb 3. Asst. Reg Feb 17, 

ae = Wm, Gresham-st, Comm Agent, Feb Il. Comp. 
Reg 

Rose, Colston Philip, Bristol, Shopkeeper, Feb 15. Asst. Reg 
Feb 17. 


Rewe, Hy Wm, Hawson, Devon, Yeoman. Feb 10. Comp. Reg 
Feb 15, 

Salmon, Michael Johnson, St Martin’s-lane,Comm Agent. Feb 17. 
Comp. Reg Feb 17. 

Scales, Chas, Sittingbourne, Kent, Brickmaker, Feb 5. Comp. Reg 
F 


eb 14, 
Scholes, John Howe, Halifax, York, Soap Dealer. Fed14. Comp. 


Reg Feb 18 

Scurlock, Jas, jun, Haverfordwest, Tailor. Feb 4. Asst, Reg 
Sendell, Chas, Bridgewater, Somerset, Plumber. Feb 15. Comp. 
Reg Feb 1 


— Banbury, Oxford, Baker. Feb ll. Comp. Reg 


sight, a, Wan Cotton, Louth, Lincoln, Bootmaker. Janz9. Asst. Reg 


Smith, Wm Chas, jun, Old Kent-rd, Provision Merchant, Feb 7. 
Comp. Reg Feb 17. 
Squire, Chas, York, Hosier. 


Jan 28. Asst. Reg Feb 17. 


Thomas, a Bournemouth, Southampton, Builder. Feb 4. Conv. 
Reg Feb 
Tooth, Alfred, London-st, Fenchurch-st, Merchant. Jan 18. Comp. 


Reg Feb 15. 
wate oor. Macclesfield, Chester, Silk Manufacturer. Jan 25, Asst. 


8. 
Walter, John Stephen, Epsom, Surrey, Saddler. Feb14. Comp. Reg 


Feb 14. 
Webster, John, Wavertree, nr Lpool, Joiner. Feb 12, Asst. Reg 
Feb 17. 


— oem Kentish Town-rd, Schoolmaster. Feb 7. Comp. Reg 
1 


Feb 
Williams, John, Pontymister, Monmouth. Feb 12, Comp, Reg 
Feb 14. 


Wonham, Wm Kimber, Bognor, Sussex, Builder, Jan 20. Asst. Reg 
14, 
Gankruypts. 
To Surrender in London. 
Farpay, Feb, 14, 1868, 


Balding. Fredk, Portsea, Hants, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 7 
March 2at 11. Marshall & Co, Leadenhall-st. 
Barnes, John Arden, Bessborough-pl, Pimlico, Tailor. Tet Feb 11. 


Pepys. Marchiati!. Greaves, Essex-st, Strand. 
Braxton, Chas Geo, Winchester, Prisoner for Debt. Pet Feb 11. Roche. 
Feb 26 at 1, Paterson & Sons, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st. 








Brandon, Geo, Elstree-st, Old St Pancraserd, Assistant Sorter in 4 




































































































































































































































































in 23, 


b 13, 
in 20, 


omp, 





| Candler, Feb 26 atl. Orchard, John-st, Bedford-row. 
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Boot and Shoe Warehouse. Pet Feb 10. March 2 at 1. Dobie, Bas- ) Marsden, Robt, Sheffield, Pork Butcher. Pet Feb 12. Wake. Sheffield 


l-st. 
onetep. Thos Dounie, Whitehall-pl, Solicitor. Pet March 15. March 
12. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 
, North-st, Limehouse-fields, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 13. 
Murray. Feb 26 at 2, Greatorex, Chancery-lane. 

Kere!m, jun, Claude-rd, Peckham Kye, Builder. Pet Feb 12. 


all Wm, Margaret-st, Cavendish-sq, Attorney-at-law. Pet 
Feb (3. Roche. Feb 26 atl. Grout, Suffolk-lane, Canon-st, 
, Rosanna Dupin, South-st, Grosvenor-sq, Dressmaker. Pet Feb 
10. Roche. Feb 26 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
grover, Geo Fredk, Priaces-st, Lei sq, out of busi - Pet Feb 
11. Pepys. March 5 at 11. Pittman, Upper Stamford-st. 
Hanking, Joseph, Warren-st. Fitzroy-sq, Tailor. Pet Feb 11. Roche. 
Feb 26at1. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Hunter, Jas, Prisoner for Debt. Pet Feb I1(for pau). Brougham. 
March 2 at 2. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 
Kimber, Geo, Goswell-rd, Eating-house Keeper. Pet Feb 11, Roche, 
Feb 26at 1. Brown, Basinghall-st. 
Lewis, John Ashby, Dorset-st, Clapham-rd, Clerk. Pet Feb11!, Roche, 
Feb 26at 12. Holmer & Co, Philpot-lane, Fenchurch-st. 
Mead, Chas, Taunton, Prisoner for Debt. Adj Feb 5. Pepys. March 
Satll. 
Overton, Wm, Houndsditch,Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 12. Roche. 
Feb 26at1. Drake, Basinghall-st. 
Price, Elizabeth, Gloncester-st, Bedford New Town. Pet Feb 11. 
Pepys. March 5at12. Parker & Co, St Paul’s Church-yard. 
Read, Chas Herman, Tooley-st, Southwark, Law Clerk. Pet Feb 12, 
Murray. March 2atll. Parkes, Beaufort-buildings, Strand. 
Silver, Sydney Joseph, Portsea, Hants, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 
7. Pepys. Feb25at1. Marshall & Co, Leadenhall-st. 
Tozer, John, McLean’s-buildings, New-st-sq, Merchant. Pet Feb tI. 
Pepys. March 5at 11. Watson, Basinghall-st. 
Twiner, Joseph Hy, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Baker. Pet Feb 10. 
Roche. Feb 26 at 12. Cripps, Tunbridge Wells. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Alcock, Hy, Leek, Stafford, out of business. Pet Feb 10. Allen. 
Leek, Feb 27 at 11. Tennant, Hanley. 
Bastow, Wm, Levenshulme, Manch. Pet Feb 11. Harris, Manch, 
March 3 at 11, Leigh, Manch. 
Benson, Joseph, Bradford, Warehouseman. Pet Feb1ll, Bradford, 
Feb 25at9.15. Hill, Bradford. 
Betts, Wm, Walsal, Stafford, Cordwainer. Pet Feb8. Walsal, Feb 
24 at 12. Ebsworth, Wednesbury. 
Birkenshaw, Cornelius, Sandal Magna, York, Cattle Salesman. Pet 
Feb 10. Mason. Wakefield. Feb 29 at 1!. Burrell, Wakefield. 
Blake, Jas, Norwich, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet Feb 11. Palmer. 
Norwich, Feb 26 at 11. Stanley, Norwich. 
Booth, Edwin, Evelith, Salop, Comm Agent. Tet Feb 10. Hill. 
Birm, Feb 26 at 15. Green, Birm. 
Carr, Chas Christopher, Leeds, Attorney’s Clerk. Pet Feb 12. Mar- 
shall. Leeds, March 6 at 12. Shackelton & Whiteley, Leeds. 
Cooper, Susannah, Pelsall, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Feb 8. Walsal, Feb 24 at 12. Ebsworth, Wednesbury. 
Crook, Thos Hy, St Thomas, Devon. Pet Feb 12. Exeter, Feb 26 at 
12. Willesford, Exeter. 
Decent, Saml, Grimsby, Lincoln, Smack Owner. Pet Feb 12. Ste- 
phen. Leeds, Feb 26 at 12. Kollit & Son, Hull. 
Eastwood, Wm, Lpool, out of business. let Feb 6 (for pau). Hime. 
Lpool, Feb 26 at 3. 
Frary, Fenn, Norfolk, Boot Maker. Pet Feb 10. Scott. Aylsham, 
Feb 25 at 10.30. Chittock, Norwich. 
Fryer, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Wiuchester. Adj Jan 22. ‘T'ylee. 
Romsey, March 16 at 1). 
Gardiner, Chas, Stow-on-the-Wold, Gloucestershire, out of business, 
Pet Feb 11. Wilde. Feb 26 at tl. Clifton, Bristol- 
Gaunt, Saml, Manch, Painter. Pet Feb 10. Hulton, Salford, Feb 
29.at 9.30. Elliott, Manch, 
Gregory, John, Norton, Derby, File Forger. Pet Feb 10. Wake, 
Sheftield, Feb 27 at !. Sugg, Sheffield. 
Guerrier, Saml, Glamorgan, Bookkeeper. Pet Feb 13. Morgan. 
Neath, Feb 27 at 11. Payne, Neath. 
Hartle, Saml, Hunslet, nr Leeds, File Manufacturer. Pet Feb 10. 
March 6 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 
Hartley, Joseph, Hanley, Stafford, Beerseller. Pet Feb 11. Challi- 
nor, Hanley, March 7 at Ji. ‘'omkinson, Burslem. 
Heal, Wm, Bridgwater, Somerset, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 11. Fxeter, 
Feb 26 at 12. Clarke, Exeter. 
Henderson, Wm, Old Swan, nr Lpool, out of business. Pet Feb 12. 
Hime. Lpool, Feb 28at3. Blackhurst, Lpool. 
Hewetson, Geo, Greymoor-hill, Carlisle, out of business. Pet Feb 10. 
Halton. Carlisle, Feb 27 at 11. Wannop, Carlisle. 
Hill, Wm, Glamorgan, Agricultural Labourer. Pet Feb 12. Morgan. 
Neath, Feb 27 at 11. Payne, Neath. 
Hindle, John, Manch, Cloth Agent. Pet Feb 10, Harris, Manch, 
Feb 25at 11. Leigh, Manch. 
Horsey, Geo, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Tobacconist. Pet Feb8. Blake. 
Newport, Feb 26 at 12. Beckingsale, Newport. 
Hughes, Wm, Hazelbury Brian, Dorset, Farmer, Pet Feb il. Exeter. 
Feb 25 at 12. Hirtzel, Exeter. 
‘Jacobs, Abraham Joseph, Birm, Commercial Traveller, Pet Feb 12. 
Hill. Birm, Feb 26 at 12. James & Griffin. Birm. 
Jenkin, Wm Joseph, St Mary’s, Scilly Islands, Mason. Pet Feb 8. 
Borlase. Penzance, Feb 22 atl!. Boyns, Pezance. 
Jobling, Wm, Brompton, York, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 12. Jefferson. 
Northallerton, March 3 at 3. Waistell, Northallerton. 
Jones, John, Breams Eaves, Gloucester, Working Miner. Pet Feb 12. 
George. Monmouth, Feb 29 at 12. Williams, Monmouth. 
Lambert, John, Slapton, Devon, Cordwainer. Pet Feb 12. Square. 
Kingsbridge, March 5 at 3. Davies, Kingsbridge. 
Leddy, Peter, Stockport, Chester, Beerseller. Pet Jan 23. Harris. 
Manch, Feb 26 atl. Sutton & Elliot, Manch. 
Lempriere, Fredk eter, Newton, St Petrock, Devon, Licensed 





Feb 27 at 1. Binney & Son, Sheftield. 

Mills, Hy, Stratford on-Avon, Warwick, Tailor. Pet Feb 11. Hobbs. 

Stratford-on-Avon, Feb 2. at 11. 

Morris, David, Brynmawr, Brecknock, Collier. Pet Fub 10. Shepard, 

Tredegar, March 5atl. Harris, ‘Tredegar. 

Muggicion, Geo, Walsall, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 7, 

Walsall, Feb 24 at 12. Glover, Walsall, 

Pearce, Jas, jun, Birm, Pet Feb 1}. Hill. Birm, Feb 26 at 12, Francis 
’ 


Birm 
Pullin, Geo. Frampton Cottrell, Gloucester, out of business. Pet Feb 
12. Wilde. Bristol, Feb 26 atl). Tucker, Bristol. 
Puryia, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, out of business. Pet Feb 12. 
Gibson, Newcastle-upon Tyne, Feb 25 at 11. Keenlyside, & For- 
ster, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Raynor, Chas. Leicester, Elastic Web Weaver. Pet Feb 8. Ingram. 
Leicester, March 7 at 10. Durrant, Leicester. 
Reaney, Thos, Sheffield, Boot & Shoe Maker. Pet Feb 12, Wake. 
Sheffield, Feb 27 at 1. Sugg. Sheffiield, 
Richards, John, Martinhoe, Devon, Innkeeper. PetFeb7. Bencraft. 
Barnstaple, Feb 24 at 10. Bencraft, Barnstaple. 
Roskilly, John, Wendron. Cornwall, Mason. Jet Feb6. Hill. Hel- 
ston, Feb 22at/0. Plomer. 
Ryland, John Hawksworth, Nottingham-pk, Nottingham. Pet Feb 
11. Tudor. Birm, March 7 atJl. Maples, Nottingham. 
Saunders, Jas, Fast tlsley, Berks, Tuilor, Pet Feb 8. Jotcham. 
Wantage, Feb 24 at 2. Barnes, Lambourne. 
Scott, Michael Jas, Ipswich, Hair Cutter. Pet Feb 11. Pretyman. 
Ipswich, Feb 25 at 11. Pollard, Ipswich. 
Settle, John, Leeds, out of business. Pet Feb 10. Marshall. Leeds, 
March 6 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 
Smith, John, Everton, near Liverpool, Foreman toa Tailor. Pet Feb 
12. Hime. Liverpool, Feb 26 at 3. Bellringer, Liverpool. 
Sunderland, Wilson, Bradford, York. Fruiterer. Pet Feb 10. Brad- 
ford, Feb 25 at 9.15. Hargreaves, Bradford. 
Sweetman, Thos, Stafford, Agent. Pet Feb 12. Spilsbury. Stafford, 
Feb 27 atl2. Greatrex, Stafford. 
Theakston, John, Preston, Foreman toa Tailor, Pet Feb 11. Myres- 
Preston, Feb 29at10. Rainfort, Preston. 
Thomas, Hy Norman, Roath near Cardiff, Monumental Mason. Pet 
Febg. Langley. Feb 25atll. Raby, Cardiff. 
Williams, Watkin, Blaenllecha, Glamorganshire. Pit Mason. Pet Feb 
10. Rees. Aberdare, Feb 25 at il. Rosser, Aberdare, 


Turspay, Feb. 18, 1868, 

To Surrender in London. 

Avery, Thos Jas, Stanhope-st, Hampstead-rd, Traveller, Pet Feb 14. 

Murray. March? at 12. Worthington & Plunkett, Milk-st, 

Banister, Thos, Bromley-by-Bow, Grocer. Pet Feb 13. Murray. 

March 2 atll. Dobie, Basinghall-st. : 

Bell, Thos Gilbert, & John James Elphinston Robertson, Charing-cross, 
Land Agents, Pet Feb ll. March 2at2. Wilkinson, St John-st, 
Bediord-row. 

Bonta, Nicholo, Minories, Ship Agent. Pet Feb 13, March 4 at 1. 
Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Brown, Hy Davison, East India-rd, Poplar, Ship Scraper. Pet Feb 14. 
Murray. March 2 atl2. Hope, Coleman-st. 

Caralambi, Eparinondas Panl. Aberdeen-p!, Maida-hill, out of busi- 
ness, Pet Febl4. March4ati!. Thomas & Hollams, Mincing- 


lane. 

Chadwick, Fredk, High-st, Croydon, Surveyor. Pet Feb ll. March 
4at1l2. Mivor& Huge, East Temple-chambers, Whitefriars. 

Collins, Mark, Broad-st, Bloomsbury, Hatter. Pet Feb1ll. March 2 
atl. Morris, Leicester-sq. 

Dorman, Thos, Stroud-vale, York-rd, King’s-cross, out of business, 
Pet Feb 1!. Pepys. March 5 atl. Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Grant, Alexander, Berwick-st, Soho, Optical Sling Case Maker. Pet 
Feb 12. March 4atJ1. Peverley, Coleman-st. 

Gray, Arthur Baldery, Harrow, Confectioner. Pet Feb 14. Pepys. 
March 5 atl. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Grimwood, Edwd, Marqu:s-rd, Camden-town, Draper’s Assistant. 
Pet Feb 8. March 2 at12, Dubois & Maynard, Church-passage, 
Gresham-st. 

Hardy, Fanny, Earl-st West, Edgware-rd. Pet Feb 13. Murray. 
March 2 at 12, Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Hill, Geo, Manor-st, Clapham, Beot Maker. Pet Feb 13. 
Marchi atl. Walter & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Highley, Samuel, Green-st, Leicester-sq, Optican. Pet Feb 14. 
ray. March 2at1!2. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 

Howard, Wm Liddell, Bolwell-terrace, Kennington, Pet Feb 11. 
Pepys. March 5 at 12. Hobbes, Poultry. 

Jupp, Chas, Mare-st, Hackney, Builder. Pet Feb 13. Murray. March 2 
at 11. Hope, Coleman-st. 

Knight, Geo, Albert-rd, St John’s Wood, Contractor. Pet Oct 30, 
Roche. March4atl. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 

Maas, Jacobs, Henry-st, Whitehorse-lane, Stepney, Baker. Pet Feb 
11. March 2 atl. Clive, Portsmouth-st. 

Morgan, Jas Edwd, London-rd, Southwark, Furniture Dealer. Pet 
Feb 12. March 2at%. Cooper, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Rawlings, Joseph Jas, Melbourn, Cambrige, Eugineer. Pet Feb 13. 
March 4 at 2. Thurnall & Nash, Royston. 

Ross, Geo, South-st Finsbury, Leather Merchant. Pet Feb 5. March 
tLattl Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry chambers. 

Sinclair, Tamar, Upwood, Huntingdon, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 14. 
Pepys. March 5at2. Nethersole & Co, New-inn. 

Smith, Hy, Union-st, Somer’s-town, Brass Finisher. Pet Feb 15. 
Murray. March 2 at 12. King, Birchin-lane- 

Spaull, Robt, Downham-rd. Kingsland-rd, Oilman. Pet Feb 12. 
March 2at 2. Angell, Guildhall-yard. 

Thorman, Arthur Jas, Lime-st, Insurance Agent. Pet Feb 12. 
March 5at 12. Bradley, Fenchurch-st. 

Townsend, Jas, Oxford-st, Coffee House Keeper. Pet Feb 12. March 4 
atll. Jennings, Oxford-st. 

Wagener, Moses Aron, Albion-rd, Dalston, General Merchant. Pet 
Jan 13. March 4 at 12. Hope, Coleman-st. 


Pepys. 
Mur- 





Hawker. Pet Feb 11. Rooker. Bideford, Feb 29 at 1. Smale, 
Bideford. 
March, John, Kanresborengh, York, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 11. Gill. 
Kuuresborvig, March 4 at 10. Dewies, Knaresborough. 


Weatherby, Wm Hill, Wood Ditton, Cambridge, out of business. Pet 
Feb 13. Pepys. March 5 at 1, Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry-cham- 


i bers. 
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Wilson, Joseph Wm, Bowen-st, Bromley, Baker. Pot Feb 14. March 
5at 12. Empson, Moorgate-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Baines, John, Prescot, Lancaster, Innkeeper, Pet Feb 14. Ansdell. 
St Helen’s, March 4 at 11. Swift, St Helen’s. 

Barge, Hy, Sheffield, Cutlery, Manufacturer. Pet Feb 13. Rogers 
Sheffield, March 4 at 1. Waterheuse, Sheffield. 

Bennett, Richd Christopher, Brighton, Sussex. House and Estate 
Agent. Pet Feb 12. Evershed. Brighton, March2at1!. Lamb, 
Brighton. 

Binns, Thos, Dudley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Pot Feb 12. 
Walker. Dudley, March 5at 12, Stokes, Dudley. 

Brittan, John, Fiskerton, Nottingham, Boatman. Pet Feb13. New- 
ton. Newark, Feb 29 at 10. Belk, Nottingham. 

Brown, Hy, Little Eaton, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 5 
(for pau). Woodall, Derby. 

Brown, Chas, St Austell, Cornwall, Shopkeeper. Pet Feb 13. Carivon. 
St Austell, Feb 29 at 11. Meredith, St Austell. 

Brownsword, Daniel, Derby, Agent. Pet Jan 24. Weller. Derby, 

Pet Feb 


March 12 at12. Smith, Derby. 

Busby, John, Princess Risborough, Buckingham, Plumber. 

13. Parker. High Wycombe, March 12atil. Clarke. Aylesbury. 

Clarke, Saml, {Somercotes, Derby, Grocer. Pet Feb 13. Hubbersty. 
Alfreton, Feb 27 at 12. Briggs, Derby. 

Cook, Robt, Cloyce, Litchureh, Derby, Light Porter. Tet Feb 12. 
Weller. Derby, March 12at 12. Heath, Derby. 

Coleman, John, Ewell, Kent, Surveyor. Pet Feb 11. Greenhow. Dover, 
Feb 29 at 12. Minter, Dover. 

Cowcill, Wm, Bolton, Lancaster, Operative Cotton Spinner. Pet Feb 
14. Holden. Bolton, March4at 11. Richardson, Brandwood, & 
Dowling, Bolton. 

Crompton, Thos, Boltou, Lancaster, Yarn & Waste Dealer. Pet Feb 
13. Holden. Bolton, March 4at 10. Richardson, Brandwood, & 


Dowling, Bolton. ‘ 
Davies, Jas Bate, Great Bridge, Stafford, Chemist. Pet Feb 14. Hill. 
rd, Roll Turner. Pet Feb 12. 


Birm, March 4 at 12. Sanders & Smith, Dudley. 

Dudley, Hy, Westbromwich, Staffo 
Watson. Oldbury, Feb 28 atll. Jackson, Westbromwich. 

Erridge, Hy Jas, Deal, Kent, Fisherman. Pet Feb 15, Hall, Deal, 
March 3 at 12. Drew, Deal. 

Farnworth, Richd, Parr Bridge,SLancaster, Cotton Cloth Manufacturer. 
Pet Feb 6. Harris. Manch, Mareh 2 at 12. Heywood, Manch. 

Ferguson, Jas, Leigh, La ter, | Pet Feb 15, Holden. 
Leigh March 4at 1. Ambler, Manch. 

Fishwick, Haworth, Blackpool, Lancaster, out of business. Pet Feb 
13. Patterson. Poulton-le Fylde, March 4 at 1. Hartley, Burnley. 

Foster, Alf, Portslade-by-Sea, Sussex, Buteher. Pet Feb 10. Ever- 
shed. Feb 29 at 11. Mills, Brighton. 

Greaves, Wm Carlisle, Dewsbury, York, Dyer. Pet Feb 14. Leeds, 
March 2 at 11. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Grecott, Geo, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Poqter. Pet Feb 12. Keary. 
Stoke-upon-Trent, Feb 29 at 11. Tennant, Hanley. 

Hall, Emily, Bishop’s Stortford, Hertford, Schoolmistress. Pet Feb 13, 
Bishop’s Stortford, March 5 at 12. Baker, Bishop's Stortford. 

Hardman, Chas Leonard, Embsay Vicarage, York, Clerk. Pet Feb 
17. Leeds, March 2at 11. North & Sons, Leeds. 

Harper, Jas, Openshaw, near Manch, Beerseller. Pet Feb13. Kay. 
Manch, March 10 at 9.30. Brett & Co, Manch. 

Hodge, Richd, Wells, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 13. 
Watson. Little Walsingham, March 5 at 3. Garwood, jun, Wells, 
Hucker, Geo, Bristol, Dealerin Cider, Adj Jan 18. Harley. Bristol, 

March 6 at 12. 
Humhpries, Wm May, Selly Oak, Worcester, Jeweller. Pet Feb 15 
Hill, Birm, March 4 at 12. Foster, Birm. 
Jacobs, Joshua, Lpool, Clothier. Pet Feb 5. Lpool, March 2 at 11. 
Pet Feb 


Duncan & Co, Lpool. 

Jenkins, Dan], Taffs Wells, Glamorgan, Beerhouse Keeper. 

13. Spickett. Pontypridd, Feb 29 at 12. Thomas, Pontypridd. 

Jenkins, Evan, Dinas, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 13, 
Spickett. Pontypridd, Feb 29 at 12. Thomas, Pontypridd. 

Kerridge, Geo, Birm, Retail Brewer. Pet Feb13. Guest. March 13 
at 10. Southall & Nelson, Birm. 

Knapton, Shemuel, Bourton, Dorset, Coal Dealer. Pet Feb 15. Bure 
ridge. Shaftesbury, March 3 atll. Chitty, Shaftesbury. 

Law, John, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Picture Frame Maker. 
Pet Feb13._ Worthington. Ashton-under-Lyne, Feb 27 at 12. Toy, 
Ashton-under-Lyne, 

Lent, Geo, Luton, Bedford, Ironmonger. Pet Feb 11. Austin. Luton, 
Feb 28 at 10. Bailey, Luton. 

Lewis, Isaac Arriston, West Bromwich, Stafford, Ironmaster. Pet Jan 
31. Hill. Birm, March 4 at 12, Saunders & Smith, Derby. 

Mann, om, Great Broughton, Cumberland, Station Master. Pet Feb 
13. Waugh. Cockermouth, March 2 at 3. Ramsay, Cockermouth. 

Marland, Jonas, & Robt Marland, Walsden, Lancaster, Machine Makers, 
Pet Feb 13. Macree. Manch, March 6at1ll. Leigh, Manch. 

Milner, Jas Forman, Cawood, York, Surgeon. Pet Feb 14. March 
2atil. Simpson, Leeds. 

Ottewell, Anthony, Derby, Tobacconist. Pet Feb 3 (for pau). Wel- 
ler. Derby, March 12 at 12. Leech, Derby. 

Petrie, Jas, Lpool, Sail Cloth Manufacturer, Pet Dec 16. March 2 at 
11. Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Reed, John, Carlisle, Cumberland, out of business. Pet Feb 13. 
Hedgson. Wigton, March 2 at 11.30. Wannop, Carlisle, 

Riddel, Chas, Manch, Insurance Broker. Pet Feb 15. Harriss. 
Manch, March 5 at 12. Storer, Manch. 

Riley, Robt, Blackpool, Lancaster, out of business. Pet Feb 12, 
Patteson. Poulton-le-Fylde, March 4 at 12. Ambler, Preston. 

Rutherford, Sam!. Brighton, Sheriff-Bailiff. Pet Feb 13. Evershed. 
Brighton, March 2at 11. Lamb, Brighton. 

Sutherst, John, Guisborough, Yerk, Ironfounder. Pet Feb 14. Leeds, 
March 2at 11. Weatherhill & Lloyd, Middlesborough. 

Townsend, Geo, Longton, Stafford, Machineman, Pet Feb 12. Keary. 
Stoke upon-Trent, Feb 29 at 11, Tennant, Hanley. 

Tuboul, Abriam, Torquay, Devon, Dealer. Pet Feb 15, Pidsley. 
Newton Abbott, March 2 at 11. Floud, Exeter. 

Vigus, Fras Wm, Exeter, Timber Dealer. Pet Feb 13. Exeter, March 
4at12. Floud, Exeter, 








———— 

Wadey, Joseph, Hurstperpoint, Sussex, Butcher. Poet Feb 
Waugh. Cnckfield, Feb 20 at It, Lamb, Brighton. 0 
Walker, Wm Hy, Bristol, Tobacconist, Pet Feb 14. Wilde, Bristo| 
Feb 28 at ll. Willett, Gray’s-inn-sq. " 
Williams. Wm, Brecknock, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 12, Breck, 
nock, March 3 at 2. Bishop, Brecon. ° 
Williams, Wm, Treforest, Glamorgan, Engine Fitter. 


Spickett, Pontypridd, Feb 29 at 12. Pet Feb i, 


Rosser, Aberdare. 
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G RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETy 

T 37, CLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro, 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Lify 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

‘ Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
orm:— 


Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. ¢., whether for a term cerwun, op by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build. 
ings, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary, 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE. 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality:~ 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives ang 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
ls, Gd. setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s.*he set. Teapots 


Proposal For LOAN ON MORTGAGES, 





sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been cclebrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
ee 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war. 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmor- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked in pluin 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage frve 


per rail, 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


ANDLES.—A hint to Purchasers—Do not make 

/ sure that you know what price you are paying per pound for your 
Candles until you have stripped them and put them in the scale. Some 
Candles are right weight without the wrappers, some with moderately 
thick wrappers, some with very thick wrappers, and some are not nearly 
right weight with wrappers however thick. PRICE’S “GOLD MEDAL 
PALMITINE,” ‘* SHERWOOD PALMITINE,” “ BELMONT SPERM,” 
and “ BELMONT WAX,” “ BEST,” “No. 2,”°** No. 3,” and “ BATTER. 
SEA COMPOSITES,’’** PRICE’S PARAFFINE,” and “* BELMONTINE,’ 
and ali the other candles of Price's Patent Candle Company (Limited), are 
full weight without the wrappers, 


Gig see capi you do not want your candles ex- 

clusively for show, but with pleasantness of appearance require 
excellence of burning, buy ‘*‘ PRICE’S GOLD MEDAL PALMITINE,” 
or their “SHERWOOD PALMITINE,” or their good old-fashioned 
* BELMONT SPERM,” or “ BELMONT WAX,” or their “ BEST,” 
No. 2,” “No. 3,” or “ BATTERSEA ” COMPOSITE, in preference to 
the finest, and most transparent Paraffine candles. But if you must 
have the extreme transparency of pure Paraffine, ‘ PRICE’S 
PARAFFINE,” or their “ BELMONTINE” will give it to you in perfec- 
tion, and at a more moderate price than is usually charged for any other 
really first-class Paraffine Candles. 

The new toilet seap ** PRICE’S SOLIDIFIED GLYCERINE,” contain- 
ing half its weight of their concentrated distilled Glycerine, should be 
in general use in every house before the winter comes on, because of its 
admirable effects in preventing chapping of the hands and face. Ia 
every house there ought also to be one of the sealed bottles of their con- 
centrated distilled Glycerine, known everywhere as ‘“‘PRICE’S GLY- 
CERINE,” and prescribed by the most eminent medical men abroad as well 
as at home, asthe one only Glycerine for medical use whether ex- 
ternally or internally. 

‘*PRICE’S FANCY SOAPS ofthe different sorts usually made are 
excellent, and command a constantly increasing sale. The “ Solidified 
Glycerine” spoken of above is, however, the one fancy soap to use. 

* PRICE’S NEW PATENT NIGHT LIGHTS,” for burning in the wide 
glasses, are believed to be the very best Night Lights made. ‘‘ PRICE’S 
CHILD’S NIGHT LIGHTS,” for burning without glasses, and their 
different sorts of “CHAMBER CANDLES,” are so well known, and so 
generally used and appreciated, as not to need any special notice here. 


yAtss AND ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, 


7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 


Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &¢, 














Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 

Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing, 





with plated knob, 5s.6d.; Coal Scuttles,2s.Gd, 4 set of Kitchen Uten- 
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